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Current Topics. 


The Attack on British Officers in Egypt. 

THE PUNISHMENTS of those who were guilty of the outrages 
on British officers in t have been made a subject of dis- 
cussion in Parliament and in the daily Press; and some of the 
writers in provincial newspapers consider that the sentences 
were unduly severe, and that it was an act of barbarity to 
execute them in the immediate neighbourhood of the village in 
which the offenders lived. Those who hold these views appear 
to have forgotten the circumstances under which these punish- 
ments were inflicted. In the first place, there is little doubt 
that the attack on the officers was premeditated; that it 
was connected with a growing antipathy to foreigners, and 
that it was really a movement against the authority in 
power. Policy and humanity require that vigorous action 
should be taken for the repression of such outrages, and 
if any one is of opinion that it would have been to 
remove the accused persons to a remote town, to try their 
offences with the delay and deliberation of an lish court, 
and to award no greater ty than would be undergone by 
a batch of rioters in an ish county, we can only say that 
we entirely disagree with him. The main object of all punish- 
ment is the deterring of others from the perpetration of similar 
offences, and it must be remembered that in a country like 
Egypt, where there is little movement among the population and 
newspapers are scarcely known, it is a to take extra- 
ordinary means to convince those who witn this scandalous 
disturbance of the peace that it was followed by swift and 
unrelenting punishment. 


Trials for Murder in the United States. 


Mr. Taw, an American of large possessions, has been 
arrested in New York upon the charge of murdering one Mr. 
Wurst, an architect in large he. by shooting him in a 
music-hall. It is our plain and obvious duty, in referring to 
this case, to avoid expressing any opinion as to the guilt or 
innocence of the person accused, but we cannot avoid trae 

3 








588 "THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


July 7, 1906. 








hc; aa a aca, ee, ." 

ing against any attempt, founded on the social position of 
the persons mnckeaed, or upqn political considerations, to 
extend the area of inquiry in the case beyond what is strictly 
n to secure a just and impartial verdict. So far as we 
are able to form an opinion, a‘similar case, if tried in England, 
would turn on two questions—first, was the accused person of 
sound mind and discretion at the time when he killed the 
deceased ; and, secondly, assuming him to be sane, did he act 
under provocation and without malice aforethought, so that his 
crime might be reduced to manslaughter. But although the 
criminal law of the different States of the great Republic has 
more or less affinity to that of England, a criminal trial in 
America, particularly one which excites widespread interest, is 
often conducted in a manner which fills Englishmen with astonish- 
ment. The trial of Gurrzav for the murder of President GarrireLp 
in 1882, where, in support of the defence of insanity, the jury 
were allowed for some weeks to listen to rambling stories about 
the imbecility of the prisoner’s ancestors; and the prisoner’s 
advocate, while the trial was proceeding, was allowed to address 
a popular audience on behalf of the prisoner, discussing the 
conduct of the trial, urging his belief in the insanity of the 
prisoner, and predicting that if he were hanged the post- 
mortem examination would prove him to be insane, is an 
example not easily to be forgotten. We read in one of the 
newspapers that the defence of Mr. Tuaw will be “emotional 
insanity.” What this may mean we are wholly at a loss to 
imagine. We have heard of ‘“ moral insanity ” and “ irresistible 
impulse,” and we can only hope that a further step is not to be 
taken by “experts” in their efforts to confound the evidence 
of a violent and uncontrollable temper with the symptoms of 
mental disease. 


The Law Society’s Conveyancing Bill. 


Tue Oonveyancing, Settled Land, and Married Women’s 
Property Bills, which were prepared on instructions of the 
Council of the Law Society, and were introduced in the House of 
Lords by Lord Davey, have now been printed as amended by 
the Select Committee of the House of Lords. The alterations 
made in committee have not been numerous, and apparently it 
has been admitted that the numerous matters with which the 
Bills deal require legislative amendment. On one point, indeed, 
such amendment has, since the introduction of the Bills, been 
rendered unnecessary by judicial decision. In Re Walker 
and Oakskott’s Contract (50 W. R. 57; 1901, 2 Ch. 383) it 
was held that trustees who were selling leaseholds in lots 
could not resort to the conveyancing device by which the 
sale of one or more lots is effectuated by means 
of sub-demise. The Court of Appeal have, in Re Judd and Poland 
and Skelcher’s Contract (54 W. R. 513; 1906, 1 Ch, 685) decided 
that this was wrong, and that a sale so effected is a proper 
exercise of the power of sale. Accordingly clause 7 of the 
Conveyancing Bill, which was intended to make the same 
correction, has been struck out. Clause 3 is designed to deal with 
the inconvenience arising from Robbins v. Whyte (54 W. R. 105; 
1906, 1 K. B. 125), which shewed that a mortgagor in possession 
had no power to accept a surrender of a lease, and it provides for 
the various cases of surrender where the mortgagor and mort- 
gage respectively are in possession. A sub-clause has also been 
added in the amended Bill, which enables a mortgagee to exercise 
the ha of leasing and accepting surrenders after a receiver 
has been appointed as though he were mortgagee in possession. 
A slight dieration has also been made in clause 12 which 
facilitates the sale of land held in co-ownership, but these seem 
to be the extent of the changes which have been made in the 
Bill. It may be noticed that it contains provisions which are 
intended to facilitate the discharge of incumbrances under 
section 5 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881 (clause 1); to enable 
the grantee of a reversion upon a lease to take advantage of a 
prior forfeiture (clause 2); to extend a mortgagee’s statutory 
power of sale by enabling him to sell upon various special 
terms (clause 4); to enable trustees to deal with land which has 
been purchased under the trusts of a settlement (clause 10); to 
enable the purchaser of part of the property comprised in a title 
to have a memorandum of the conveyance to himself indorsed on 
one of the title deeds retained by the vendor (clause 11); to make 
statements in deeds of appointment of new trustees of the fact 








which calls for the appointment evidence in favour of a purchaser 
(clause 14); to enable executors who have proved to sell or assent 
to a devise of real estate without the concurrence of the other 
executors, thus overruling Re Pawley (48 W. R. 107; 1990, 1 Oh, 
58) (clause 15); to annul provisions in contracts which bind a 
purchaser or lessee to employ the solicitor of the vendor or lessor 
(clause 16); and to prevent the 10s. stamp on a transfer of 
a trust mortgage from operating as notice of the trust to a 
purchaser (clause 17). 


The — Land and Married Women’s Property 
ills. 

Very LITrie change has been made, too, in the Settled Land 
and Married Women’s Property Bills. In the former Bill a 
clause has been introduced—clause 14—which, in a case where 
an incumbrance affects any part of the settled land, enables the 
tenant for life, with the consent of the incumbrancer, to charge 
the incumbrance on any other part of the settled land, either by 
way of additional or substituted security, and to raise the costs 
of the transaction ; and two provisions dealing with accumula- 
tions under section 42 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and with 
land which is settled in undivided shares (clauses 16 (2) and 17 of 
the original Bill) have been struck out. The most important pro- 
visions are those which deal with the thorny question of compound 
settlements, and with the continuance of the statutory powers 
after the estate has become vested in an absolute owner subject 
only to charges arising under the settlement. On these points 


there have been a multitude of decisions during the last few - 


years. Clause 9 deals with the case where a settlement of pro- 
perty is created by more than one instrument, and is intended to 
render unnecessary the special applications to the court for the 
appointment of trustees of the compound settlement which 
have become common, and clause 10 makes provision as 
to trustees in the case where different estates are settled, 
whether by reference or otherwise, upon the same limita- 
tions. Under clause 12 persons holding land on trust 
for sale are to have all the powers of a tenant for life; 
and clause 19 exempts the trustees from liability for the acts 
of an agent of the tenant for life where capital money is 
invested on an authorized security or investment under his 
direction. Reference may also be made to clause 3, which 
proposes, upon a surrender by a tenant for life to the next 
person in remainder, to extinguish the statutory powers of the 
tenant for life. Hitherto section 50 of the Settled Land Act, 
1882, has operated to preserve these powers, notwithstanding 
that his life estate has come to an end. The leading provision 
of the Married Women’s Property Bill is that of clause 1, which 
places a married woman in the same position with respect to trust 
estates as with respect to her private property and enables her 
to convey as a feme sole. Re Harkness and Allsopp’s Contract (44 
W. R. 683; 1896, 2 Ch. 358) will thus be overruled. 


Assizes and Quarter Sessions. 


Mucu HAs been said and written as to the lamentable waste 
of judicial time on circuit, and the consequent heavy arrears of 
business on the King’s Bench side. Nothing can be of greater 
importance to the country than the proper administration of the 
criminal law; and if the judges spent their time in trying cases 
of real gravity—that is, if they confined their attention for the 
most part to cases that can only be tried at assizes, it would not 
be fair to say that they were wasting time. The present 
week, however, is quarter sessions week in counties, and 
in a great many counties magistrates, grand jurymen, 
and petty jurymen have come together to be told that 
there was no business, or hardly any, for them to do. And 
the reason of this was, not that their county was free 
from crime, but that his Majesty’s judge of assize had just been 
in the county and had disposed of the quaxter sessions cases. 
At least one judge has insisted upon trying all persons 
committed for trial to the next quarter sessions, even though 
they were on bail and the sessions were coming on within 
a week or ten days. It certainly in such circumstances does 
seem an extraordinary waste of judicial strength for our judges 
to spend their valuable time in trying petty larcenies, false 
pretences, and trifling assaults. If the sessions have lately been 
held, and persons committed to prison for trial may have 0 
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wait some months for the next sessions, then, of course, it is 
right they should be tried at the assizes; but it is very hard to 
see why they should be tried when the sessions are close at hand, 
and still harder to see why they should be tried when on bail 
and committed to the sessions. Two Acts of Parliament, in- 
tended to mitigate this state of things, seem to have 
become dead letters. The Assizes Relief Act, 1889, provided 
that persons committed for trial to the next quarter sessions shall 
be so tried, and the assize court shall not be required to try them 
unless the High Court shall by order direct such persons to be 
tried at assizes. This order has of late years, apparently, been 
made as a matter of course; and the old rule as to gaol delivery, 
which the Act was intended to modify or abolish, practically 
remains in force. Then followed the Quarter Sessions 
Act, 1894, which gave justices in quarter sessions power, 
for the purpose of not interfering with the  assizes 
then next ensuing, to alter the time for holding the next 
quarter sessions, so that they shall be held not earlier than 
fourteen days before, nor later than fourteen days after, the 
week in which by statute they are directed to beheld. This 
provision also is to a very great extent neglected, and the con- 
sequence is as stated. It is really hard to understand why the 
authorities concerned do not make some effort to render these 

visions effective and so save judicial time. If it could be 
arranged that, whether by adjournment or otherwise, quarter 
sessions always sat a few days before assizes, there would be an 
immense saving of time. There should be no real difficulty in 
making such an arrangement; it is done very commonly in 
boroughs, and why not in counties?’ It certainly does seem an 
easy way of stopping to a very appreciable extent the waste of 
time that at present occurs. 


The Ritual Commission. 

Tue rEPoRT of the Royal Commission on Ecclesiastical 
Discipline has just been issued. The evidence and appendices 
are not yet printed, but the report itself is a document of 87 
folio pages, the result of 118 sittings, at which there were 
examined 164 witnesses. Lawyers who are both lawyers and 
Churchmen will find the report interesting from beginning to 
end; for the lawyer who is not a Churchman there is much 
in the report well worth perusing carefully, and the perusal 
should give food for a good deal of consideration. Of the 
fourteen Commissioners, only three were lawyers: Lord 
Atverstonge (who took the place made vacant by the death 
of Lord St. Hxtiers), Sir Epwarp Crarxe, and Sir Lewis 
Dispry. The report is divided into eleven chapters and the 
recommendations of the Commission. The statement of the law, 
as contained in the Acts of Uniformity, amending Acts of 
Parliament, decisions of the courts and proclamations issued by 
virtue of the Royal Prerogative, is followed by an account of 
various breaches of the existing law—divided into “ significant’’ 
and “non-significant ’’—and thirty-four illegal practices brought 
under the notice of the Commission are considered in detail. 
Chapter 9 contains an historical account of the Ritualistic move- 
ment from 1840 to the present day. Chapter 10 deals with the 
causes of the failure to check irregularities and the suggested 
remedies for these; the causes are said to be the antiquated 
theory upon which the Acts of Uniformity are based, and the 
constitution of the Court of Final Appeal for Ecclesiastical 
Causes. The question of the Court of Final Appeal is dealt with 
at some length, and this part of the report, together with the 
recommendations on the subject contained at the end of 
the report, certainly seem to go to the root of the matter. The 
most striking statement in the “conclusions” of the Com- 
mission is that ‘‘the machinery of discipline has broken 
down,” and the most drastic of the “ recommendations” is that 
relating to the reconstitution of the Court of Final Appeal, 
without which it seems hopeless to expect a restoration of 
proper discipline. Twenty-three years ago (in 1883) the Ecclesi- 
astical Courts Commission made suggestions for a new Court 
of Final Appeal, and these suggestions have now been adopted, 
and considerably extended, by the present report. The report 
points out that the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council—as 
now constituted and with the procedure now used—does not 
command the r t which should be paid to a Court of Final 
Appeal. The following words sum up the position: “A court 


dealing with matters of conscience and religion must, above all 
others, rest on moral authority if its judgments are to be effective. 
As thousands of clergy, with strong lay support, refuse to recog- 
nize the jurisdiction of the Judicial Committee, its judgments 
cannot practically be enforced. . . . The establishment of a 
court the authority of which could not be disputed would destroy 
any foundation for the claim now in fact made by a section of 
the clergy to decide for themselves the limits of canonical 
obedience.” Such an authoritative court could, it is hee ay he 
be established by the appointment of “a permanent body of lay 
judges,” who should—and this is the keystone of the reform 
proposed—where questions of doctrine were in controversy, refer 
these questions “to an assembly of the archbishops and bishops 
of both provinces,” and should be bound by the opinion of the 
majority of such an assembly. . Whatever views may be held on 
the inevitableness or desirability of disestablishment, it can hardly 
be doubted that the creation of a Court of Final Appeal of this 
kind would be the first step towards the separation of Church 
and State. It is, of course, possible that no progress would be 
made beyond that first step. But the spectacle of the present 
Court of Final Appeal being set at defiance is hardly one to be 
looked upon with satisfaction by law-abiding citizens—laymen 
or lawyers. 


Lessor’s Covenant to Repair the Outside Walls 
of an Old House. 

ALTHOUGH THERE is little novelty in the law as applied by 
Warrineron, J., in the case of Zorrens v. Walker (1906, 2 Ch. 
166), the case is a useful illustration of the liability of the lessor 
of old buildings under the ordinary covenant by him to keep the 
outside walls of the premises in repair. In 1890 the three upper 
storeys of a house in London were demised to the lessee for a 
term of eighteen years at arent of £150. The lessor covenanted 
to keep the outside of the demised premises in good and sub- 
stantial repair, and the lessee covenanted to keep the inside in 
repair ; to permit the lessor to enter and view the state of repair, 
and to use the premises for the business of a private hotel- 
keeper. In July, 1905, at a time when the plaintiff was the 
assignee of the lease and the defendant the owner of the rever- 
sion, the London County Council served on the premises a notice 
requiring the owner te take down the front and back walls 
of the house as being dangerous structures. The plaintiff 
at once communicated this notice to the defendant and 
required him to repair the walls. The defendant did nothing; 
and the London County Council themselves took down the walls 
from the first floor upwards, propped up the floors with timber 
and left the place uninhabitable. In an action against the 
defendant for breach of the covenant to keep the outside in 
repair, it appeared that the defendant had no notice before the 
13th of July, 1905, of any want of repair, and at that date 
the house, which was about 200 years old, had by the natural 
effect vo time become so worn out and a - anon 
impossible to repair it except by taking it down and rebuilding. 
The learned judge, holding that it was settled by authority that 
there was no breach of the lessor’s covenant till the 13th of July, 
1905, when he had notice of the want of repair, came to the 
conclusion that, inasmuch as itis well settled.that the lessee is 
not bound, in the case of an old house, to give back to the lessor at 
the end of the term a different thing from that which was demised 
to him, neither was the lessor bound under a similar covenant to 
give to the lessee during the term a different thing from that which 
the lessee took from him at the beginning of his tenancy. This 
construction might inflict hardship on the lessee, but to construe 
it the other way would inflict an equal hardship on the lessor. 
The plaintiff is not likely to be satisfied with this decision, but 
the hardship appears to us the necessary consequence of entering 
upon the tenancy of a decrepit house. If the lessee or his 
assignees knew that the condition of the house was bad at the 
time when it was taken, and this was allowed for in the rent, 
they cannot reasonably complain. We understand that in some 
quarters of London at the present day the bulk of the house 
property is on the verge of ruin, but the exigencies of business 
are such that persons are anxious to obtain leases of the houses 
for as long a term as they can get. No one should take a long 
lease of any such old house without anticipating the risk of its 





condemnation by the local authorities. 
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Sale of Furniture by Auction. 

Tue Law relating to the sale of goods has been codified by 
the Sale of Goods Act, 1893, but cases frequently arise which 
tend to shew that the maxim caveat emptor is not fully 
understood. In a case recently tried before the judge of the 
Portsmouth County Court it appeared that the plaintiff, a 
furniture dealer at Southsea, bought at a sale by the defendants, 
auctioneers, a brass bedstead, and having discovered, after she 
had removed it, that the shoulder casting was broken, brought 
the action to recover back the price which she had paid. Those 
who have any experience of auctions know that aged and decrepit 
furniture is often ¢xposed for sale, and that those who propose 
to buy have generally an opportunity of inspecting the goods 
before they attend the auction. We had, therefore, some 
interest in ascertaining from the report how the plaintiff supported 
her case, and we found she contended, first, that the catalogue 
should have stated that the lot was defective ; and, secondly, that 
she could not have been expected to discover the fault in the bed- 
stead, inasmuch as it was placed in the corner of the room and 
a number of other articles were placed on the bed. With regard 
to the first point, it is not usual for the vendor of chattels, in 
exhibiting them for sale, to label them with notices calling 
attention to their defects. We remember that, just before the 
law reports of a deceased judge were sold by auction, we 
examined the volumes and found that some of them were quite 
ready to slip out of their covers. But the catalogue gave us no 
assistance in making this discovery. Passing on to the second 
point, it could not be suggested that there was anything like 
fraudulent concealment. It is one thing to hold your peace, 
another thing to conceal. A practised furniture dealer would 
insist upon having a full view of anything he proposed to buy. 
We come, therefore, to the conclusion that there was nothing to 
qualify the general rule given in the Act, that on a sale of 

ific goods there is no implied warranty or condition as to 

quality or fitness for any particular purpose of the goods. 
The judge, however, gave his decision for the plaintiff, and we 
are not surprised to hear that the decision has caused much 
comment in the neighbourhood. 


The Bills of Exchange Bill. 

Lorp Avzsvry has, at the request of the Lord Chancellor, 
withdrawn his Bill for the amendment of the Bills of Exchange 
Act, 1882. The object of this amendment of the law of 
— instruments was to enable the holder of a dishonoured 
bill to have it at once protested and registered ; upon registra- 
tion summary judgment could be had and execution issued 
against the debtor, who could only stay execution by paying 
the amount claimed into court, or getting special leave to have 
an issue tried as in an action. This is on the lines of the 
Scottish law relating to bills of exchange. It is to be hoped 
that Lord Avzsvey, when re-introducing his Bill, will (unless 
the Bills of Exchange Act Amendment Bill, now before Parlia- 
ment, is passed this session) add to it provisions for remedying 
the inconvenience caused to bankers by the decision in Capital 
and Counties Bank vy. Gordo (1903, A. C. 240), by which bankers 
are, it is believed, obliged to keep a separate account for 
customers who desire to draw against cheques on the day these 
are paid in for collection. 


Trespass by Bees. 

A cvxiovs case in the Delaware Superior Court (Petey Manu- 
facturing Co. vy. Drydm, 62 Atl. Rep. 1056) relates to the 
iability for e caused by the stings of the defendants’ bees. 
The defendants’ bees entered the plaintiff's close and there stung 
to death the plaintiffs mules. The plaintiff brought trespass 
for the value of the mules, offering no proof of negligence. It 
was held that he was entitled to recover. It can scarcely 
be contended that bees are animals of so ferocious a 
disposition that, apart from negligence, every one who 
keeps them under any circumstances does so at his 
peril. But in the case under consideration the bees were 

ing, and, as a rule, an owner is liable, irrespective of 

igence, for his animals’ trespasses on real property; all 
injury to chattels during the trespass being counted in agyrava- 
tion of damage, even though the trespass itself be purely 





nominal. But there is good ground for contending that there 
is an implied exception to this rule in the case of animals of 
wandering habits whom it would be practically impossible to 
confine within the boundaries of their owner’s property, and we 
see no reason why this exception should not apply to bees. 


The Sale of Whisky Bill. 

Tue opsEct of the Sale of Whisky Bill, brought in by Mr, 
ARCHIBALD WILLIAMSON, is to secure to purchasers of whisky a 
clear statement whether it is a whisky made in a pot still, from 
pure malt, or of malt and corn, or is in part a spirit made in a 
patent still from unmalted grain. To carry out this object the 
Bill proposes to enact that all whisky shall, from the time of 
leaving the distillery till sold to the consumer, be described by 
a mark or label on the cask or bottle as ‘‘ whisky” or “blend 
of whisky and patent still spirit,” as the case may be. The 
time of our courts and that of our justices has of late been 
taken up by elaborate inquiries into the constitution of different 
alcoholic beverages, and the difficulty of deciding, as a question 
of fact, whether a purchaser of “‘ port” wine or ‘“‘ brandy” has 
received that to which he was entitled under his contract, appears 
to be considerable. As is usually the case, resort is had to the 
Legislature, with what success remains to be seen. We cannot 
but feel great doubt whether Acts of Congress will restore the 
fair fame of the tinned meats of Chicago or assure American 
a that what they are buying is pure and wholesome 

ood. 


The Equitable Apportionment of 
Outgoings Between Landlord and 
Tenant. 


THE curious question with respect to the apportionment of 
expenses between landlord and tenant which has arisen under 
the Factory and Workshop Acts, 1891 and 1901, and which has 
been before the courts on several occasions, has been the subject 
of a further decision in Stuckey v. Hooke (54 W. R. 509; 1906,2 
K. B. 20). Shortly put, it is whether, when the Legislature has 
directed that there shall be an equitable apportionment between 
landlord and tenant of expenses required to comply with 
statutory requirements, such direction is controlled by the terms 
of the lease, so that the usual covenant which throws the 
expenses of all outgoings on the tenant shall have the effect of 
defeating the intention of the Legislature. The question has 
arisen under section 7 (2) of the Factory and Workshop Ae¢t, 
1891 (54 & 55 Viet. c. 75)—now re-enacted in section 14 (4) of 
the Act of 1901 (1 Ed. 7, c. 22)—and under section 101 (8) of the 
latter Act. The former enactment empowered the local authority 
to require the owner of a factory to provide means of escape 
from fire, and gave the owner the right to apply to the county 
court for an apportionment of the expenses between himself and 
the occupier, and thereupon the court, after hearing the 
occupier, might make such order as appeared to the court “just 
and equitable under all the circumstances of the case.”’ Section 
101 of the Act of 1901 makes a similar provision with regard to 
the expenses of complying with the requirements of the local 
authority as to structural alterations in underground bakehouses 
which were in use at the passing of the Act. But here the 
initiative is thrown upon the occupier; his application is to 4 
court of summary jurisdiction, and that court ‘may make 
such order concerning the expenses or their apportionment as 
appears to the court to be just and equitable under the circum- 
stances of the case, regard being had to the terms of any 
contract between the parties; or in the alternative the court 
may, at the request of the occupier, determine the lease.” 
Thus in the latter case, though not in the Yormer, the court 
is expressly required to have regard to the terms of the tenancy 
agreement, 

In Monk v. Arnold (50 W. R. 667; 1902, 1 K. B. 761), whieh 
was & case on section 7 (2) of the Act of 1901, it was consider 
by the Divisional Court that, upon an application by the owner 
to the county court, that court was at Eborty to disregard the 
strict legal liability of the tenant under his covenants, and to 
apportion the expenses of fire-escape appliances equitably be 
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tween landlord and tenant. There was the difficulty that the 
application to the court could only be made by the landlord, and 
hence if he preferred to incur the expense, and then sue the 
tenant in the High Court on his covenant, he would recover the 
whole amount without the tenant having any opportunity 
of procuring an apportionment. Various ways were suggested 
by the court (Lord Atversrong, C.J., and Darrine and CHANNELL, 
JJ.) for getting over the difficulty, but it was sufficient for 
the actual decision to hold that, so far as the county court 
was concerned, that court might make an equitable apportion- 
ment. The question afterwards arose in Goldstein v. Hollings- 
worth (1904, 2 K. B. 578) and Morris v. Beal (1904, 2 K. B. 
585), upon the provision of section 101 of the Act of 1901 with 
regard to underground bakehouses, and it was now recognized 
that the governing factor was the tenant’s liability under his 
covenant. Even if an apportionment of expenses were made, 
yet the landlord would be able to recover the part apportioned 
against him from the tenant under a covenant to pay outgoings, 
and hence the a pang ego would be nugatory. Upon this 
ground it was held that the magistrate, to whom the tenant had 
applied for an apportionment of the expenses of structural 

terations to an underground bakehouse, was justified in refus- 
ing to make any apportionment against the landlord. “As 
soon,” said Lord Atverstong, “as the expenses have been 
apportioned, the tenant can be sued by his landlord on the 
covenant to recover the amount which he has paid.” And 
similarly it was held in Morris v. Beal (supra) that, where the 
tenant had covenanted to pay all “ outgoings,” the magistrate 
had no jurisdiction to apportion the expenses. 

The two cases just referred to might be based upon the 
express direction of section 101 of the Act of 1901, that the 
court is to have regard to the terms of the contract, and they are 
thus distinguishable from Monk v. Arnold, decided upon a 
provision which did not contain this direction. But in fact they 
represent a different mode of construing the statutory power of 
apportionment, and the divergence was brought into prominence 
by the decision of Daruine, J., in Horner v. Franklin (1904, 2 
K. B. 877), which was affirmed by the Court of Appeal 
(1905, 1 K. B. 479). That case got rid of the difficulty 
caused by the tenant’s legal liability under his covenant, 
with the consequent right of the landlord to sue in the 
High Court for the entire expenses notwithstanding any 
apportionment in the inferior court; for it was held that the 
jurisdiction of the High Court was excluded by the statutory pro- 
vision in the Act of 1891 for apportionment, and that an owner 
who had incurred expense in providing fire-escape appliances 
could only recover any part of them by megus of an application 
to the county court for apportionment. Upon such application 
the court will take into consideration the terms of the tenancy as 
an item in determining what is just and equitable, but this is 
the extent to which those terms are for the present purpose 
operative. The double jurisdiction of the county court and 
the High Court is abolished by the statute, and the landlord is 

recluded from overriding, by an enforcement of the tenant’s 
legal liability under his covenant in the High Court, the 

uitable apportionment of expenses made in the county court. 
“In my opinion,” said Romer, L.J., in Horner v. Franklin, “in 
such a case as this, whenever the owner desires to have contri- 
bution or recoupment from the occupier, he must apply to the 
county court, with its large general jurisdiction, and cannot come 
to the High Court.” 

In the recent case of Stuckey v. ZTooke (suprd) the Court of 
Appeal have arrived at a similar conclusion upon the statutory 
provision with respect to underground bakehouses. The 
express direction in section 101 (8), that the court shall have 
regard to the terms of the contract, isno more than was implied in 
section 7 (2) of the Act of 1891 from the words “just and 
equitable.” Under both enactments alike the effect is to exclude 
the jurisdiction of the High Court and to empower the county 
court or the magistrates to make such an apportionment as under 
the circumstances is proper. ‘The Court of Appeal does not 
_. to have professed to overrule Goldstein v. Hollingsworth 
and Morris vy. Beal, but this is the obvious effect of the decision, 
Those cases were decided upon the footing that the tenant's 


legal liability was the capital consideration, and that an appor- 
tionment which did not recognize this would be futile, since the 





landlord could upset it by recourse to the High Court. Such 
recourse, it is now held, is equally barred in respect of both 
classes of expense—fire-escape appli and alterations to 
underground bakehouses. The Act of 1901, said Movtrom, 
L.J., “imposed considerable burdens on persons to 
continue the use of underground bakehouses, and it would not 
have been practicable to lay down in the statute itself rules for 
the apportionment of these burdens between owners and 
occupiers. Consequently the sensible course was taken of making 
a court of summary jurisdiction the statutory tribunal So 
tion them, and I think that. the decision of that trib was 
intended to be final.” It was also in the Court of 
Appeal that the expenses in question did not fall within 
“outgoings” as used in a lessee’s covenant, but the point was 
not material to the decision, and the suggestion is perhaps not 
in accordance with the wide meaning which has been given to 
the term in recent cases. 








Is an Estate Tail Bound by a 
Covenant to Settle After-acquired 


> 
Property : i 


Prosasty the difficulty that exists in seeing how a tenant in tail 
can convey his estate arises from a natural confusion between an 
estate and the rights that the law confers on a person who is 
not the owner of that estate. A tenant in tail in possession has 
an estate of inheritance, which determines on his death without 
issue when he conveys the land, of which he is tenant in tail, to 
“A. and his heirs” by a deed not enrolled. A. has the very 
same estate that the tenant in tail had—viz., an estate of 
inheritance which determines on the death of the tenant in tail 
without issue. No doubt, owing to the rights conferred by the 
Statute de Donis, that estate can be determined by the entry of 
the issue in tail after the death of the tenant in tail who made 
the conveyance. This right, however, does not alter the 
quantum of the estate conferred on A. 

There is another source of confusion. It by no means follows 
that, where the owner of any estate in land conveys that estate, 
the grantor will acquire an estate having the same qualities as 
the estate parted with by the grantor. Where a conveyance is 
made to a parson by an owner in fee simple of land to be held as 

art of the glebe, the grantor parts with his estate in fee simple, 
ut the parson does not acquire an estate in fee simple: see 
Co. Litt. 67a, 341b, ef seg. 

From these considerations it appears that when a tenant in 
tail, in pursuance of his covenant, conveys “ his estate” or ‘‘ the 
land”’ to B. and his heirs, he does what he is bound to do, and” 
the question whether B. takes the same estate as A. conveyed to 
him or not, is immaterial to A. 

The earliest case we have been able to find in which the 
question arose whether an estate tail is bound by a on CE 
settle after-acquired property is Dering v. Kynaston (L. R. 6 Eq. 
210). In that case the wife was, at the date of the settlement, 
and continued throughout the coverture, entitled to an estate 
tail in remainder after prior estates tail; it was held on the con- 
struction of the covenant that it was not intended to include an 
interest which, though vested, was liable to be divested, and 
that therefore the estate tail was not bound. 

In Hilbers v. Parkinson (25 Ch. D, 200) and in Re Dunsany 
(1906, 1 Ch. 579) a marriage settlement contained a covenant to 
settle the after-acquired property of the wife, and she became 
entitled in possession to an estate tail during the coverture, and 
in each case it was held that she was not bound to convey to the 
trustees of the settlement. In Hilhers v. Parkinson, where the 
covenant was that if the wife should become entitled to any 
property for any estate or interest whatsoever she should convey 
the said property to the trustees, Psanson, J., held that if the 
wife should become entitled to any for any estate or 
interest in possession she would to convey that 
property to the trustees for such her estate or interest in 
possession, It should, however, be pointed out that that is not 
what the covenant said ; the covenant stated that she is to convey 
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the property, and the law will determine the effect of the con- 
veyance. It was admitted without argument that the wife could 
not be called upon to execute a disentailing assurance, but it is 
submitted that, having regard to the doubts of Romitty, M.R., 
in Dering v. Kynaston (L. R. 6 Eq. 210), the question deserved 
serious consideration, as if the proper method of conveying the 
“ property ” is a disentailing assurance, it seems proper that it 
should be conveyed in that manner. It was also decided that 
she could not be forced to execute a conveyance for her life only. 

In Re Dunsany (1906, 1 Ch. 578) the covenant was that if the 
wife should become entitled to any real or personal property for 
any estate or interest she should assure the said real 
or personal estate to the trustees. For the reasons given in 

3 v. Parkinson, it was determined that the wife need not 
make any conveyance of the land, and it was also said by 
Cozzns-Harpy, L.J., that she was only bound to convey the 
property for such estate as she had in it, or in other words that 
she was only bound to convey her estate tail; and he was of 
opinion that she could not do so. 

It should perhaps be observed that, as a man cannot own the 
land itself, but can only own an estate in the land, whether the 
covenant is to convey “‘ the estate” or ‘‘ the land,” it practically 
has the same effect. 

It should be observed that Doe d. Woodroffe (2 H. L. C. 811), 
and the other cases which shew that a tenant in tail can convey 
the land by an innocent conveyance without deed enrolled, were 
not-cited in Hilbers v. Parkinson or in Re Dunsany, and therefore 
if the case should arise again, and if on the construction of the 
covenant it should be held that the wife is not bound to convey 
by deed enrolled as a disentailing assurance, it is by no means 
clear that it will not be held that she is bound to make a con- 
veyance to the trustees and their heirs by a deed which is not 
enrolled. As already explained, such a conveyance will pass the 
land to the trustees so long as heirs in tail exist, for an estate 
determinable by the entry of the heir in tail after the death of 
the wife, or by her death without issue. 

Notwithstanding the doubts expressed in Re Dunsany, there 
appears to be no great difficulty in framing the proper convey- 
ance. The wife appears to be bound by the covenant to convey 
the estate that she acquires, and she can do so by granting “all 
her estate and interest” in the land “to the trustees and their 
heirs”; or probably it would suffice, after shewing by recital 
that she had an estate tail only, for her to convey the land to the 
trustees and their heirs ; in which case, as a deed of grant is 
innocent, the trustees would only take a fee commensurate with 
the estate tail of the wife and capable of being determined by 
the entry of the issue in tail after her death. It may 
be asked whether it would not be proper to state in the 
conveyance that the estate of the trustees was capable 
of being determined by the entry of the iesue. The answer is 
that the right of entry of the issue is a right conferred on them 
by law, and that it would be contrary to the rules of conveyancing 
to mention it. The case is similar to that which occurs where a 
man makes a voluntary conveyance in fee simple; the convey- 
ance may in certain cases be set aside for the benefit of creditors, 
but it is not necessary to state this, as it is a right conferred on 
the creditor by law. 

It should perhaps be pointed out that an innocent conveyance 
not enrolled by a wife tenant in tail has one very important 
effect—viz., that it prevents her husband from being tenant by 
the curtesy: see Doe v. Rivers (7 T. R. 278). 

The dicta of the judges, that the wife cannot be forced to 
execute a disentailing assurance, must have been made in forget- 
fulness of the fact that when she executes and delivers a 
conveyance to the trustees, it belongs to them and they can do 
what they like with it, and therefore can enrol it. The fact is 
that when she executes the deed she only conveys the estate 
which is vested in her, but under the statute the grantees can by 
enrolment enlarge the effect of what she did and obtain the fee 


imple absolute. 
othe practical conclusions at which we arrive are the following : 
alae notwithstanding the decisions in [/i/bers vy. Parkinson 
Dunsany, the probability is that, if the question ever comes 
before the House of Eola, it will be held that an estate tail is 
bound by the covenant. 
(2) Taat to avoid litigation it will be safer, in all cases where 





the wife becomes entitled to an estate tail, for her to convey it 
to the trustees by deed enrolled. It will be observed that, if it 
is really intended that the property should devolve on the eldest 
son, there will be no difficulty, if the settlement is in the usual 
form, in carrying this into effect by means of an appointment. 

(3) Probably in most cases where the wife objects to con- 
vey the land to the trustees, the reason is that she wishes to 
disentail and raise money on mortgage of the land comprised in 
the entail. If this be the case, and the intending mortgagees 
have no notice of the settlement containing the covenant, they 
will be safe in advancing their money, but it is by no means 
clear that this will be the case if they have notice of the 
settlement. 

(4) It will be desirable, in cases where a lady about to be 
married is likely to become a tenant in tail, to state in the 
settlement whether it is to be settled or not. H. W. E. 








Correspondence. 


Solicitor’s Charges for Transfers of Shares. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 


Sir,—I should answer the inquiries of your correspondent ‘‘H,” 
(ante, p. 574) as follows : 


1, For preparing and completing transfers on division amongst _ 


beneficiaries, 10s. each deed, which includes stamping and registration, 
2. Shares, &c., not quoted on the Exchange and broker employed 
on sale. Schedule II., Remuneration Order. 
3. If solicitor finds purchasers, the negotiating scale of the 
Remuneration Order applies: see Digest 1898, p. 207. 
July 2. TAXING OFFIOER. 
[But under (1) the 10s. only represents the stamp on each deed, 
How is the solicitor remunerated ?—Ep, S.J.] 





Sharing Brokers’ Commission. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—Your correspondent ‘‘H.” in his letter to you published in 
last week’s JOURNAL states, ‘‘I believe most solicitors when selling 
shares or securities halve brokers’ commission, &c.”’ Is this state- 
ment correct ? 

Recently we received from a stockbroker a cheque for half his 
commission on sale of stock for a client. Not long before we also 
received from an auctioneer a cheque for half his commission on sale 
of a house for another client. When returning both it did not occur 
to us that in either case we were doing something that ‘‘ most” 
solicitors would not have done. 

The question involved seems to us to be of vast importance to the 
profession, and we should greatly like to know whether your corre- 
spondent is right, and, if so, how it is justified, and whether the 
ee oreo al commission comes under the same category, and if not, 
why not ? 

The idea that the half commission is only a substitute for ordinary 
charges against the client is, no doubt, one that works best for 
solicitor by a very considerable amount. WINGFIELD & BLEW. 

74, Cheapside, E.C., July 2. 





Return of Fees by Persons Appointed to Judicial 
Offices. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—In answer to your correspondent on this subject, I well 
remember the late Mr. W. H. Hopkins, who was formerly clerk to 
the late Vice-Chancellor Wickens, informing me, when the latter was 
sromoted to the bench, that all fees on briefs, some of which had 

een read and partly heard, were returned. Also all fees for four 
pupils, whom the Vice-Chancellor as counsele always had, were 
returned, although they had been with him some time. 

Mr. Hopkins was, through the kindness of the late Earl of Selborne 
(and at the request of the Vice-Chancellor), placed in the chambers of 
the late Vice-Chancellor Stuart, and died two or three years ago in 
harness, and proved to be a most worthy and able man. 

I could give the name of a very eminent retired judge (but refraia 
from doing so) who had large fees in a certain case, and who in 4 
Long Vacation was made a judge, but no fees were returned, and 
aaaiber eminent Q.C. had to take his place, with like fees. 

Aw O1p Conramuron. 
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Noises on the Public Highway. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—Your remarks (ante, p. 556) rightly complaining of the latest 
magisterial interpretation of the ‘‘form of notice” from a house- 
holder to an itinerant ‘‘ musician” who is hindering the applicant’s 
occupation will commend themselves to most members of our 
profession. 

But an interesting point arises in outer London (Richmond and 
Twickenham) and is being considered by an Anti-street Noise Society 
of which I am honorary chairman. Such society has done much to 
stop organ grinding and the like in a neighbourhood once classic 
and even yet possessing a large residential population living by their 
brains. 

It is, perhaps, not generally known that in most places.outside the 
Administrative County of London the Jaw is different to that which 
obtains within, there being no need in suburban districts for a com- 

Jainant to give a ‘‘reason”’ for objecting to street noises. Every- 
dy knows that Richmond and Twickenham (except for the river 
between) form one large area. The street noise law in both places is 
the same, except that in Richmond (a borough) a householder can 
object to organs being played within 300ft. of his residence, while in 
Twickenham the distance is reduced to 150fr. an anomaly I need not 
stop to discuss, as it does not affect the current point. 

The Twickenham (County of Middlesex) bye-law of the 23rd of 
April, 1896 (having the force of a statute), is as follows: ‘‘ Street 
Music.—A person shall not sound or play any musical or noisy 
instrument or sing in any street within fifty yards of any dwelling- 
house after being required by any constable or by any inmate of such 
house, personally or by his servant, to depart from the neighbourhood 
of such house.” 

I have not come across a case in the books where the question has 
been raised as to the precise definition of a given number of yards 
from a ‘‘dwelling-house.” What is a dwelling-house for this purpose ? 
In a neighbourhood like Richmond and Twickenham there are of 
course numerous residences with appreciable gardens, and for my 
argument I will assume that there are scores that are (say) a hundred 
yards square. 

Now, suppose the actual residence stands in the centre, so that the 
bricks and mortar are approximately just fifty yards away from any 
outside garden wall, does the ‘‘dwelling-house”’ mean the actual 
structure in whic a man “ dwells” (in the technical sense), as against, 
say, @ conservatory or summer-house immediately contiguous to his 
outside wall—in other words, can a ‘‘ musician ” play on the highway 
immediately behind the summer-house in question because he is, say, 
fifty-one yards from the drawing-room ? 

I am aware that there are numerous decisions as to the meaning of 
a ‘‘ dwelling- house” for other purposes, but I shall be glad if you will 
allow me through your columns to ask your readers if they can name 
any case in which the particular point I raise has teen discussed, and 
thus help me to perform my honorary duties, many of my 
neighbours being ‘‘ up in arms ” on the question. 

Francis K. Munron. 

Montpelier House, Twickenham, June 30. ¢: 


Cases of the Week. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


NEWTON v, BIRMINGHAM SMALL ARMS CO. (LIM.). 
20th and 27th June. 


Courany—Anrricies or AssociATION—ALTERATION or —SrxctaL Reso.vuTion 
—Internat Reserve Funp—Dvuries or Avprrors—Companrgs Act, 1879 
(42 & 43 Vicr. c. 76), s. 7—Comrantes Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vicr. c. 48), 
8s, 21, 22, 23. 

Action. This was the trial of an action brought by Sir A. J. Newton, 
suing on behalf of himself and other shareholders of the company, against 
the company claiming a declaration that a special resolution passed and 
confirmed in January and February purporting to alter the articles of 
association of the company by inserting provisions therein for an internal 
reserve fund was w/ird vires and invalid, and an injunction to restrain the 
company and its directors from acting on suth resolution. The short 
substance of the resolution was that the directors might, under defined 
cireumstances, set aside (without disclosing the fact) out of the profits 
Sums to form an internal reserve fund, and that this fund need not 

shewn in or disclosed by the balance-sheet and no information need 
be given to the shareholders as to its amount, investment, or applica- 
tion ; that the directors might invest it as they thought fit without being 
liable for loss in consequence of such investments ; that they might apply 
it for any purposes which they considered would advance the interests of 
the company; and that while the particulars of such fund were to be dis- 

Closed to the auditors, it was to be the auditors’ duty not to disclose any 

information with regard to the same to the shareholders or otherwise. The 

company was incorporated in 186 with a capital of £600,000 divided into 

‘9,370 ordinary shares of £5 each and 40,630 preference shares of £5 each. 








Buckley, J. 


For the plaintiff it was urged that the resolution was ulird vires and 

not to be acted on. It would enable the directors to conceal from 
shareholders the true position of the company and to withhold all infor- 
mation as to the amount of the internal reserve fund and how the same 
was dealt with. If the new articles were acted on, they would compel the 
‘auditors to disregard the statutory obligations imposed on them by section 
23 of the Companies Act, 1900. Apart from statute the shareholders 
could insist on the proper t of the affairs of the y 
by the directors : Re Forest of Dean Coal Mining Co. (27 W. R. 594,10 Ch. D. 
450). The statutory rights of shareholders, such as the right to petition 
for winding up and the right to dissent and be paid out on a reconstruc- 
tion could not be excluded by the company’s articles: Re Peveril Gold 
Mines (Limited) (42 Soxrcrrors’ Journat, 96, 46 W. R. 198; 1898, 1 Ch. 
122) and Payne v. The Cork Co. (Limited) (48 W. R. 325; 1900, 1 Ch. 308). 
Nor could the statutory right to have accounts under section 23 of the Act 
of 1900 be excluded. The defendants stated that there was nothing in the 
new articles which would prevent the auditors from carrying out their 
statutory duties. Before the Act of 1900 there was no obligation imposed 
on a company to have a balance-sheet p . The shareholders’ right 
to have a balance-sheet depended on the articles, and a balance-sheet 
might be wholly dispensed with. Rights which were not statutory might 
be controlled by the articles. The object of the new articles was to pre- 
vent information going out which might injure the company and assist 
rival traders. It was only to do with the assent of the share- 
holders what was done every day without their assent. 

Bucktry, J., after referring to the special resolution for the terms 
thereof, stated that the question for decision was whether, having regard 
to sections 21 to 23 of the Companies Act, 1900, the special resolution was 
ultra vires. The Companies Act, 1862, was silent as to accounts; for the 
first time provisions as to audit of accounts were contained in the Com- 
panies Act of 1879, section 7 of which was confined to banking companies. 
‘The provisions of the Act of 1900 were very similar to these, and although 
the Act of 1900 did not, whilst the Act of 1879 did, expressly provide for 
an annual audit, the Act of 1900 impliedly provided for such audit by 
section 21, sub-section 1. Neither statute contained any provision in 
favour of the public in the matter of publication of the accounts. The 
question was, how far the Act of 1900 went in requiring, for the protection 
of the shareholders, that the accounts should be open to audit, and that 
a report on them should be made to the members of the company. It was 
not disputed that if and so far as the special resolutions were inconsistent 
with the Act, it was the Act which must prevail. The concluding sentence 
of section 23 required that the auditors should state whether the balance- 
sheet exhibited a true and correct view of the state of the company’s affairs 
as shewn by the books. A report upon the accounts involved a report 
of the result of the accounts, and this necessarily involved, as 
matter of substance, if not of form, the statement of a balance-sheet 
or the equivalent of a balance-sheet. The special resolution in 
the present case provided that the balance-sheet should not dis- 
close the internal reserve fund. The result would be to shew the 
financial position of the company to be not as good as in fact it was. 
A balance-sheet in that form would not necessarily be inconsistent with 
the Act of Parliament. The purpose of the balance-sheet was primarily 
to shew that the financial position of the company was at least as good as 
there stated. The Act, however, provided for a — on the accounts, 
and the auditors would have to examine, among o , the accounts of 
the internal reserve fund. Such a report would be a sufficient —- 
within the Act if the auditors were bond fde satisfied that in making 
report they were truly reporting as to ‘*the true and correct view of the 
state of the company’s affairs.”’ The special resolution did not, however, 
stop there. It provided that it should be the duty of the auditors not to 
disclose any information as to that fund. It was, he thought, inconsistent 
with the Act of Parliament that the auditors should be bound, even when 
they thought that the true state of the company’s affairs was unaffected by 
facts relating to the internal reserve fund, to withhold all information wit 

to the same from the shareholders. Of course undue publicity as 
regards the details of their trade or as to their financial arrangements 
might often be injurious to traders, and there were legitimate reasons for 
ensuring secrecy to a proper extent. This resolution, however, 
went too far. Any ions which precluded the auditors from avail- 
ing themselves of all the information to which under the Act they were 
entitled as material for the report which they weré'to make on the affairs of 
the company were inconsistent with the Act. An injunction must be 
granted to restrain the company and its directors from acting on the 
special resolution, and the com must pay the costs.—CounseL, Buck- 
master, K.C., and H. K. Newton ; Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., and R. J. Parker. 
Souicrrors, Bowall § Boxall; Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, Barham, § Lawford, 
for Ryland, Martineau, § Co., Birmingham. 

{Reported by Epwanp J. M. Caariix, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re LONDON ELECTROBUS CO. (LIM.) Buckley, J. 28th June. 


Comrany — Reoistsr or Msnsers— Rectrivrcarron—Nvunernovs Saarn- 
nHoLpERS—Ex parts Apriication—Companres Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vict. 


c. 89), 3. 35. 
Motion. This was an er perte ae eet st On eae 
asking that the register of members of the com might be i by 
removing therefrom the names of the mentioned in the 
teduced to apply fot thekr hens Ug ssterairenantedion ta ail etggeeien 
induced to apply for their y misre. su 

of materiel fests fron the peeipestion taeuel torte cone yay a | 
was inco on the 11th of April, 1906, with a capital of £100, _ 

passed on 





into 100 shares of £1 each, By a resolution of the directors, 
20th of April, 1906, the capital was increased to £305,000, divided inte 
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300,000 ordinary shares of £1 each and 5,000 deferred shares of £1 each. 

The gage inviting applications for shares was issued on the 23rd of 
, pri. 19 . After allotment the attention of the directors was called to 
certain statements in the prospectus as to the validity of a patent, and 


demands were made on the company for the return of the moneys paid on 4 


application and for rescission of the allotment contract on the ground of 

isrep tation in and suppression of material facts from the prospectus. 
The company were advised that the shareholders were entitled to recover 
their money and to rescind their contract if they desired todo so. On the 
16th of May, 1906, the company issued a circular laying the facts before 
the shareholders and informing them that their money would be returned 
to them upon a claim being duly put forward by them. 1,026 claims have 
been made affecting 47,900 shares. To save expense the application to 
remove the names of these shareholders from the register of members of 
the company was made ez parte. 

Bucxiey, J., made an order to the following effect: Order that the 
register of members of the company be rectified by striking out the names 
of the whose names are stated in the first column of the schedule 
hereto in respect of the shares respectively set opposite their names in the 
second column of the said schedule, and that the company do pay to such 
shareholders respectively the sums set opposite their respective names in 
the third column of the said schedule except in those cases in which it 
appears by the evidence that such sums have been paid prior to the date 
hereof. This order to lie in the registrar’s office for three weeks from the 
28th of June, 1906, and notice in writing to be sent personally or by post 
to each of the several shareholders mentioned in the said schedule, such 
notice to state that an order has been made rectifying the register by 
striking his name out and for payment {when payment is ordered) of the 
amount (naming it) ordered to be paid to him, and that such order is not 
to be delivered out of the registrar’s office for three weeks from the date 
thereof, and that in the meantime he is at liberty to apply to the court in 
case he objects to the same. Liberty to apply.—Cotnsex, P. M. Beacheroft. 
Soricrror, John Neely. 

[Beported by Epwanp J, M. Cuariis, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





Re SALVIN, MARSHALL v. WOLSELEY. Buckley, J. 27th June. 


Wuu—Power ro Cuarce Lourep Scum on Rear Estate—Generat Girt 
or Prrsonatty—Errect or Exexcistxc Power—Wiits Act, 1837 
(7 Wu. 4 &1 Vicr. c. 26), s. 27. 


Summons. By an indenture of settlement dated the 30th of April, 1870, 
the testator had power by deed or will to charge all or any part of the real 
estate with the payment of any sum or sums of money not exceeding 
£6,000 together with interest not exceeding 5 per cent. to himself or any 
other person or persons, and to appoint the premises so to be charged to 
any person or persons for any term of years upon trusts for raising the 
sum or sums to be charged and the interest thereof. The testator was only 
a tenant for life in respect of the said estate. He did not by deed exercise 
the power to charge, nor did he purport to do so by his will. He died on the 
llth of October, 1902, and by his will, which was dated the 13th of 
January, 1897, he gave all his real property to one person, and all the 
rest of his personal property among the children of his four sisters 
equally. The question raised on the summons was whether, having regard 
to section 27 of the Wills Act, 1837, the gift contained in the said will of 
‘‘all the rest of my personal property ”’ operated as an exercise by the 
testator of the power reserved to him by the above-mentioned indenture 
of settlement to charge the sum of £6,000 and interest and con- 
stituted a charge on the settled estate to the amount of £6,000 in 
favour of the legatees of the personal property. or the plaintiffs it 
was said that the point was covered by section 27 of the Wills Act, 1837. 
The power to appoint was general, both over persovalty and realty, and 
in either case it was effectually exercised by the general disposition of the 
will: He Jones, Greene vy. Gordon (31 Sovicitors’ Jovunar 28, 35 W. R. 74, 
34 Ch. D. 65), and Re Wallinger’s Estate (1898, Ir. Rep. 1 Ch. 139). The 
defendants urged that it was a power to appoint personalty which the 
will must bring into existence, and thenappoint. It resembled a power of 
revocation and new appointment: Re Brace (35 Soxicrtors’ Jounnar 447, 
39 W. RB. 508; 1891, 2 Ch. 671), Re Goulding’s Settlement, Dobell v. Dutton 
(48 W. BR. 183), Pomfret v. Perring (5 D. M. & G. 775), Charles v. Burke (43 
Ch. D. 223 (n.)). ; 

Brexiey, J., said the question for decision was whether the will 

to an exercise of the general power to charge and appoint up to 
£6,000 contained in the settlement by which the real estate had been 
settled strictly subject to certain life interests. He was unable to find in 
section 27 of the Wills Act, 1837, any words which provided that when 
there was a power to charge upon real estate which, when charged, would 
become al estate, general words of gift were to be construed as 
effecting first, the creation of personal estate by charging it on the real 
estate; and secondly, the bequest of the personal estate thus created. 
He what was ssid by Fitzgibbon, L.J., in Re Wallinger’s Estate 
(1898, Ir. Rep. 1 Ch., at p. 144), who declined to extend the section by 
presuming an intention to create — estate in order that the section 
might operate on it. The principle of the cases in which it had been held 
that a general devise or bequest would not, under this section, execute a 
power of revocation and new appointment seemed to apply to the present 
case. If Be Jones, Greene v. Gordon had been applicable, he should have 
considered himself bound by it; but it was distinguishable. He held that 
the will did not operate as an exercise of the power to charge the settled 
real estate —Covnses, Buckmaster, KC., and G, Lawrence; Upjohn, K.C., 
and Schwann; Ashworth James; Dunham. Soirwrrous, Lee & Pembertons ; 
Torry, Sherlock, & King ; Witham, Roskell, Munster, & Weld, 


Reported by Lowasnn J. UM. Cuariim, Key, Parrister-at-Law. 


Re SLATER (DECEASED), SLATER v. SLATER, Joyce, J. 13th and 


27th June, 


Wutt—Lecacy—Apremprion—Girt or Stock ry A CoMPANY WHERE THE 
Unperrakine 18 TAKEN Over IN THE TestaTor’s Lirerimze—WI11s Acr, 
1837 (7 Writ. 4 & 1 Vicr. c. 26), s. 24. 


This was a summons taken out to determine the validity of a legacy 
bequeathed by the testator’s will. The facts were shortly as follows: The 
testator, James Slater, by his will, dated the 8th of February, 1904, 
bequeathed to his wife, Catherine P. Slater, the interest during her life 
from moneys invested in (inter alia) stock of Lambeth Water Oo, 
At the date of the will the testator was possessed of £1,075 10 per cent, 
stock in the Lambeth Water Co. The Metropolitan Water 
Companies Act was passed on the 18th of December, 1902, and in pursu- 
ance thereof the Metropolitan Water Board, on the 24th of June, 1904, 
took over the undertaking of the Lambeth Co. On the 7th of July, 1904, 
the Lambeth Co. passed a resolution to take payment in stock of the 
Metropolitan Water Board instead of cash, and £3,379 3 per cent. 
Metropolitan Water Board ‘“‘B”’’ Stock was allotted to the testator in 
respect of his holding in the Lambeth Co. The testator held this stock at 
the date of his death. The testator died on the 15th of May, 1905, and 
his will was duly proved. The point to be decided was whether the 
Metropolitan Water Board Stock passed to the testator’s widow under the 
will. It was contended on behalf of the testator’s widow that Water 
Board Stock passed under the bequest, that the gift was one of certain 
money invested in a particular way, and although at the date of the death 
it was no longer invested as described in the will, the money could be 
traced to its present state of investment, and that therefore it passed under 
the bequest. The residuary legatee contended that the legacy was specific 
and therefore failed. 

Joyce, J., in a considered judgment, said: Both parties assert that the 
bequest is specific, and certainly it is not demonstrative or general, but 
the parties differ as to what is given. Some say that the testator gave 
the investment, or the security, at the date of the will, others say that the 
amount or value of the investment is given, and if that can be traced into 
another investment it passes under the bequest. Now there is no doubt 
that a bequest of money may be so worded as to shew that the subject- 
matter is to pass apart from its state of investment, and in every case this 
depends on the question whether the testator intended to make the gift 
irrespective of the state of investment. If the subject-matter be not a 
specified sum, but is described generally, it may from its nature be capable 
of increase or decrease during the testator’s lifetime. In the present case 
the gift is not of a definate sum of money or of Lambeth Water Stock, 
and, as a matter of construction, I come to the conclusion that the bequest 
passes only so much money as the testator had in Lambeth Water Stock 
at the date of his death. Therefore the steck which was converted into 
Metropolitan Water Board Stock does not pass. There mtist be a declara- 
tion accordingly.—CovunseL, Badcock, K.C., and Methold ; Younger, K.C., 
and Newton; Vernon. Souicrrors, Maude § Tunnicliffe; Gery § Brooks. 

[Reported by H. Wotcorr Warner, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


REX v. COUNTY COUNCIL OF WEST RIDING OF YORKSHIRE. 
Div. Court. 20th and 21st June. 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTIoN—DeENoMINATIONAL Tracninc—LocaL Epuvucarion 
Avtuoritry—Dvuty to Pay vor DenominatTionaL Tzeacninc—Epucation 
Act, 1902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 42), s. 7, suB-sxcTION 6, 

This was a rule nisi calling upon the County Council of the West Riding 
of Yorkshire to shew cause why a writ of mandamus should not issue 
directing them to pay certain unpaid balances of salary due to the teachers 
in four non-provided schools. The case raised the question whether the 
local education authority was bound by the Education Act, 1902, to pay 
for denominational religious instruction in non-provided schools. ‘The 
order of the Board of Education dated the 21st of July, 1905, after 
reciting section 16 of the Act of 1902, and that the local education 
authority had failed to fulfil their duty under the Act, and in particular 
failed to maintain and keep efficient the four schools in question by with- 
holding such portion of the salaries of certain teachers employed in those 
schools as they deemed proportionate to the time spent in denominational 
or religious instruction, further recited that the board has caused a public 
inquiry to be held, and that a report was made under section 73 (3) of the 
Education Act, 1870, and then went on to order the county council to pay 
to the teachers the balance of salary due and withheld by the county 
council as the amount which they deemed proportionate to the time spent 
by such teachers in giving religious or denominational teaching during the 
school hours. It appeared from the affidavit of the deputy-clerk of the 
county council that the féur schools in question were, before the Act of 
1902, voluntary schools, and were denominational schools either of the 
Church of England or of the Roman Catholic Church. Each of the four 
schools was carried on under a trust deed under wlijch the religious 
teaching must be in accordance with the doctrines of the Church of 
England in three of the schools and in the case of one of the schools in 
accordance with the doctrines of the Roman Catholic Ghurch. ‘The 
authorities of the West Riding had made calculations based partly on 
returns from the schools themselves and partly on the oflicial time-tables 
of the schools as to the time devoted to religious instruction compared 
with the time devoted to other instruction and to the proportion of the 
teachers’ time employed in giving such instruction. In the case of two 
of the schools the local education authority came to the conclusion that 





1 10 per cent. of the salaries might fairly be regarded as remuneration 
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for the religious instruction given by the teachers, and in the case 
of the two others that the proportion so given might be put down as two 
cent. of the teachers’ salaries. No one of the schools in question was 
provided or even. managed under a school board, nor was any one of them 
provided by the local education authority. In conclusion it was submitted 
in the affidavit that the local authority neither were responsible for nor 
had any control of any religious or of any instruction other than secular in- 
struction required by section 5 of the Act of 1902, and further, that any ex- 
iture connected with any such religious instruction was expenditure for 
which the managers of the schools were alone responsible. On behalf of the 
county council, who shewed cause against the rule, it was contended that the 
county council was only bound to pay for elementary education. Religious 
teaching was not a part of elementary education, and in any case the cost 
of denominational religious education could not be thrown upon the rates. 
In support of the rule 1t was contended that the local education authority's 
yiews were based on a misconception of the Act. It was quite clear that 
the Act of 1902 meant to throw the cost of religious instruction in denomina- 
tional schools upon the rates. The local authority had to maintain and keep 
efficient all public elementary schools within their area, and in the case of 
non-provided schools that included such religious instruction as was in 
accordance with the trust deed relating thereto. There was a total absence 
of any provision which justified the action of the West Riding County 
Council is retaining a portion of the salary due to teachers. 
Tur Court (Riptey, Dar.ine, and Bray, JJ.) made the rule absolute. 
Riotey, J.—In my opinion this rule must be made absolute. I think it 
is plain that the local education authority should pay for the religious in- 
struction in these non-provided schools as well as in the provided. Their 
gontrol ceases when the religious instruction begins, within the exception 
that there may be possibly, upon a question arising between the managers 
of the school and the local education authority upon such matter, 
a determination of that matter by the Board of Education, but in the 
first resort and in the first instance they have not control over that educa- 
tion. The duty of the local education authority begins and ends in this 
matter, at all events in the first instance, with paying the money ; and if 
there were any question to be raised as to the right of any teacher to 
receive these salaries it seems to me it would have been made an end of by 
the fact that 90 per cent. or 98 per cent. of the salaries, as the case may 
be, has been paid already by the local authority; they would have had 
no right to pay that unless the teachers were qualified to receive it.— 
CounseL, Danekwerts, K.C., and Serjeant ; Sir J. Lawson Walton, A.G., and 
Rowlatt. Soxtcrrors, Sharpe, Parker, & Co. ; Solicitor to the Treasury. 
[Reported by Auan Hoae, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


REX v. OTTO MONSTED & CO. (LIM.). Div. Court. 2ist June. 


Satz or Foop anp Drues—Marcaring Insurricrentty Marxep—Prosecu- 
Ton BY Customs—Ricut or ArrgaAL—Sate or Foop anp Drves Act, 
1889 (62 & 63 Vicr. c. 51), s. 1 (2), 25. 

This was the hearing of a rule nisi calling upon the justices for the 
county of Essex to shew cause why a certain order made upon appeal to 
the quarter sessions for the county at Chelmsford should not be quashed, 
and raised the question whether an appeal lies from a conviction under 
section 1 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899. The facts of the 
case are as follows: On the 24th of August, 1905, an information was 
exhibited by an officer of Customs, acting under the direction of the 
Commissioner of Customs, against the defendants, charging them with 
having imported on the 30th of May, 1905, at Tilbury Docks certain 
packages of margarine without the packages being conspicuously marked 
“margarine,’”’ as required by section 1 of the Sale o#+Food and Drugs 
Act, 1899. The case was heard by the justices sitting as a court of 
summary jurisdiction at Grays on the 6th of October, when the justices 
convicted the appellant and imposed a fine of £3 10s. 6d. and £1 9s. 6d. 
costs. The defendants gave notice of appeal and appealed to the quarter 
sessions for the county. When the case came before the quarter sessions 
counsel for the Customs took the objection that there was no right of 
appeal and no jurisdiction to hear the appeal. The court, however, decided 
that it had jurisdiction and called upon counsel to proceed with the 
appeal. He declined to do so, and on the application of the defendants 
the appeal was accordingly allowed. Subsequenty, on the application 
of the Attorney-General this rule was obtained. Section 1, sub section 1, 
of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act lays down certain provisions for the 
marking (inéer alia) of, and by sub-section 2 it is provided that: ‘‘ Subject 
to the provisions of this Act this section shall have effect as if it were part 
of the Customs Uonsolidation Act, 1876.” By section 25 of this Act it is 
provided that ‘‘ other expressions have the same meaning as under the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Act, and an offence under this Act shall be treated as 
an offence under those Acts.’’ On behalf of the respondents, who shewed 
cause against the rule, it was contended that there being a general right of 
appeal under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, and offences under section 1 
of the Act being, by section 20, ‘‘ offences under those Acts,” the court of 
quarter sessions had jurisdiction to hear the 7. In — of the 
rule it was contended that it was not intended to give a right of appeal 
under section 1. The Act provided that the section should have effect as 
if it were part of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, under which there 
Was no appeal, There were various precautions provided by section 1 
which rendered the right of appeal less important. The definition in 
section 25 relied upon by the respondents was subject to the words ‘‘ unless 
the context otherwise requires,” and the terms of section 1 shewed that it 
Was not intended to give any right of appeal in the case of offences under 
that section, Counsel cited 2. v. Surrey Justices (2 T. R. 663), 

Tie Courr (Rrpuey and Danurna, JJ., Bray, J., dissenting) allowed the 
appeal, and made the rule absolute, being of opinion that it was intended 
to add a code for dealing with offences to be dealt with by the Customs 
authorities. The prosecution had to be undertaken by the Customs 
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authorities, and sub-section 2 of the Act that the provisions of 
the Customs Consolidation Act, 187 6, Fok sn: ag The terms of section 
25 were not sufficiently to take offences under section 1 out of the 
procedure laid down by the Customs Act, 1876.—CounseL, Hume Williams, 
K.C., and F. Dodd; Sir J. Lawson Walton, A.G., and R. D. Muir. 
Soricrror, George Freeman ; Solicitor to the Customs, 


[Reported by Atan Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS CO. v. UNION LIGHTERAGE CO. 
Div. Court, 12th and 19th June. 


Harzovurs anp Docks—Rare Exemptrion—West Inp1a Dock Act, 1831 
(1 & 2 Wit. 4, c. um.), ss. 76 ann 83. 

This was an appeal against a judgment of the City of London Court in 
favour of the defendants, and raised a question as to the liability of the 
defendants to pay certain dock dues. The defendants’ barges Clarence and 
Pike entered the appellants’ dock laden with goods intended to be dis- 
charged into a vessel then loading in the dock. The barges lay alongside 
cago on bool, ‘Tho barges then loft weiheat Giacisaging eny'ot that 
cargo on s e then without di ing any of their 
cargoes into the vessel. It was contended on the above facte that the 
respondents were not entitled to exemption under section 83 of the West 
India Dock Act (1 & 2 Will. 4), as they had not discharged their cargoes 
or any part thereof upon leaving the dock. That section is as follows: 
‘“* Provided always that all lighters and crafts entering into the said docks, 
basins, locks, or cuts, or to discharge or receive ballast or goods to or from 
on board of any ship lying therein, shall be exempt from the payment of 
any rates so long as such lighter and craft shall be bond fide engaged in 
discharging or receiving such ballast or as aforesaid, and also all 
such ballast or goods so disc received shall be exempt from 
any charge or rate whatever.”” Cur. adv. vult. 

J 4 19.—Txe Covurnr (Kennepy and Lawrance, JJ.) dismissed the 
appeal. 

Kennepy, J., read a written judgment, in which, after setting out the 
above facts, he held on the authority of two cases— Knight v. Bevan and Sturge 
and London and India Docks Co. v. Union Lighterage Co. (both unreported)—that 
the bona fides required by the section embraced both ship and barge and 
covered only the time during which she is believed by both to be needed 
for the purpose of discharging into the . As soon as it was known 
that she was not further needed, or that she will not be needed until some 
other event has happened, her right to remain in the dock passes away. 
The dock company had, however, not chosen to exercise their power 
under section 76 of 1 & 2 Will. 4 to appoint rates, and they could not 
enforce rates that do not apply giving an enforced construction to 
section 83.—Counsgt, Pickford, K.C., and George Wallace; Cranstoun. 
Soricrrors, E. F. Turner ; Keene, Marsland, Bryden, § Besant. 

[Reported by Atan Hoae, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.]} 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


Re THE ENGLISH AND COLONIAL PRODUCE CO. (LIM). C.A. No, 2. 
28th June. 


Soricrrorn—Company—Costs or Formation—Fers ror ReGisrraTion— 
Lianiuity or Company —Compantss Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 89), 
s. 17. 

This was an appeal from a decision of Buckley, J. (reported aniée, 
p. 528), on a summons by a firm of solicitors to review the taxation of 
a bill of costs, which raised a question of some importance as to the 

y of a company to Pay for work done before its formation and for 
fees paid on registration. e company (which will be called the Produce 

Co.) was formed to take over the business of a previous company (which 

will be called the Forage Co.) and the business of a firm of Porrett & 

Meyer. The Forage Co. went into liquidation before the formation of the 

Produce Co. The Produce Co. was incorporated on the 9th of November, 

1901, under the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, and was ordered to 

be wound up in July, 1902. Article 109 of the articles of associa- 

tion provided that the company should be managed by the directors, 
who might pay all such expenses of and preliminary and incidental 
to the formation, establishment, and registration of the com) as 
they might think fit. In accordance with the directions of Kekewich 

J., in anaction brought by the Produce Co. against a 

Smith, & Marchant, solicitors, the firm lodged certain 

in the winding-up proceedings. One of these bills of 

an item of £160 for preparing and having executed the 
articles of association and doing other things cng ig enable 

company to commence business, £16 10s, for counsel's for i 

these documents, £2 2s. for drawing and approving form of certiticate a 

instructing printer to print same, and £33 12s, 6d. for fees 

of the company. The registrar, on taxation, disallo 

amounting altogether to £216 14s, 6d., on the a 

registration appeared to have been authorized by certai 

afterwards joined the board of directors, but 

had power to pay, they took no steps to pass a resolu 

The solicitors took out a summons 

to review this taxation. 

Companies Act, 1862, the Produce Co. was liable for 

tion, the solicitors were entitled to be allowed the item 

being disbursements made on behalf of the 

other items he was of opinion that the was 
pealed in order to have the certificate 
e full sum of £216 Is, 6a, 
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Tae Court (VavcHan Wi1ams, Romer, and Frercuer Movtron, L.JJ.) 
were of opinion that the solicitors, having been actually instructed by 
certain gentlemen, who afterwards joined the board of the Produce Co., 
to do the work in connection with the formation of the company, 
must look for their fees to those who instructed them, and that the 
Produce Oo. were not liable in respect of these items, but that, as it 
pf ange that the company had actually paid the solicitors £100 in respect 

work done in connection with the formation, the solicitors were entitled 
to appropriate this payment in respect of those items. The taxation must 
be referred back to the registrar to review on this footing, and there would 
be no order as to costs. 

Vavcray Wiis, L.J.—I wish to say one word about the proposition 
put forward by Mr. Gore-Browne, for which the case of Re Hereford and 
South Wales Waggon and Engineering Co. (24 W. R. 953, 2 Ch. D, 621), and 
in particular the judgment of Mellish, L.J., was cited as an authority. It 
was said that if expenses were incurred before the formation of a company 
and the company took the benefit of the work done, then, although the 
company was not in existence at the date when the expenses were incurred, 
and could have no agents authorized to incur expenses on its behalf, and, 
consequently, was not liable to be sued at law, yet it incurred some 
liability in equity. The words of Mellish, L.J., on p. 624, are: ‘‘ We 
think, however, that if the company can properly be considered to have 
adopted and derived benefit from these services, they would in 
equity be bound to pay for them, and Mr. Head and Mr. Walter 
would be entitled to prove for them.’? Those words, perhaps, do 
look as if they would cover the proposition that in the event of 
adoption and taking the benefit of work done;a new company would be 
liable under contracts made before it came into existence. I think, how- 
ever, that we ought to look at the actual judgment in that case. It wasa 
case in which, even supposing that there was a possibility of asserting 
such a liability against the company, the company had a complete 
answer by reason of fraudulent concealment. I think that all the 
Court of Appeal did in the case of Re Hereford and South Wales 
Engineering Co. was to decide, not that there was any such liability, but 
that, assuming such a liability to exist, it could not possibly be enforced 
in the circumstances of that case. I recognize that the case of Re 
Hereford and South' Wales Waggon and Engineering Co. has been cited in sub- 
sequent cases as an authority for the proposition that a company may be 
liable in equity for services rendered before its formation. But in none 
of these cases has that proposition been affirmed. It has be2n explained 
and not applied, and the explanation in every case was different. In the 
circumstances I think that this court is prepared to find that there is no 
binding authority for the proposition that because a company took the 
benefit of work done under a contract it can be held liable for expenses 
incurred before its formation. On the contrary, the authorities are the 
other way. It is true that on the facts of the present case it is not neces- 
sary to decide what was the effect of the decision in the Hereford case; but 
it was stated in argument that in the text-books that case is cited as an 
authority for the proposition that a company which had adopted and had 
the benefit of services rendered before its formation would in equity be 
bound to pay for them, and I do not think that the case is an authority 
for that proposition. 

Romer and Fiercuer Movtrton, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same 
effect.—CounseL, Gore- Browne, K.C., and Drake; Stewart-Smith, K.C., and 
Groser. Soxicrtors, Dyson, Smith, & Marchant; 8. J. R. Stammers. 

[Reported by J. L. Stiziine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








In the House of Commons on the 27th ult. Sir T. Esmonde (Wexford, N.) 
asked the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he was 
aware that the arms represented on the Great Seal of Ireland were those of 

, whereas the arms represented on the Great Seals of Engiand and 
Scotland were those of those countries; and if he would take the neces- 
sary steps to have the arms of Ireland, and not those of England, repre- 
sented on the Irish Great Seal. Mr. Bryce said: I have referred this 
question to the Lord Chancellor’s Department, and am informed that, 

ior to the Union between Great Britain and Ireland, the Great Seal of 
reland was similar in general character and design to that of Great 
Britain, but differed from the latter by bearing the distinguishing mark of 
a harp crowned ; and it would appear that, neither on the passing of the 
‘Act of Union nor since, has any change been made in the Great Seal of 
Ireland, so that this distinguishing mark still remains, although the arms 
which are represented on the seal are the same. I understand that the 
Royal Arms cannot be altered in Ireland without a proclamation by his 
Majesty in Council. 

Mr. Justice Grantham presided on Tuesday at the opening of the W. H. 
Smith Memorial Hall and Club. After referring to his difficulties in 
establishing the club, the learned judge is reported to have said that people 
seemed to follow the fashionable amusement of baiting a judge, instead of 
# bear as in former times. Mr. Boydell Houghton, in proposing a vote of 
thanks to Mr. Justice Grantham for his services as chairman, said that be 
wolticien it might hap toany judge who had been a distinguished 

itician to become the subject in times of political excitement of a 
partizan attack. Speaking as a member of the bar, he felt sure that 
nothing which had taken place would lower Mr. Justice Grantham in the 
estimation of that branch of the profession. ‘Those who had practised 


before him for many years were certain that the attacks upon his im- 

partiality could only recoil upon those who made them, and that he would 

from the present attack with, at all events, one thing demonstrated 

to the whole world, and that was that his honour remained unsullied. 

— Manisty said _ he —— he could, on behalf of the branch of 

profession to which he be , Teiterate every word Mr. Boydell 
Houghton bad said about Mr. J nates. 


Grantham, 





Societies. 
The Law Society. 


The following are extracts from the annual report of the Council : 

Membership of the Society.—The society has now 8,590 members, of whom 
4,010 practise in town and 4,580 practise in the country. The number of 
members who joined the society during the past year is 408, as compared 
with 605 in the previous year. After allowing for deaths, resignations, 
and exclusions, the number of members shews an increase for the year of 
175, and is the highest hitherto attained. A leaflet giving information ag 
to the society is handed to every solicitor on admission. 

Finances of the Society.—The accounts of the society for the year 1905 arg 
printed in an appendix to the report. It will be noticed that there ar 
several alterations in the form of the accounts, particularly with referengg 
to the Articled Clerks’ Account. For many years before 1905 there had 
been deficiencies on the Articled Clerks’ Account, and large sums have beep 
provided by the society to meet them. Now, however, by reason of the 
increase of examination fees, the Articled Clerks’ Fund is sufficient to 
meet the present demands upon it, and the Council have taken the oppor. 
tunity of making a careful readjustment of the expenses chargeable 
against the Fund. As members are aware, the form of the account 
was brought before the judges in the year 1885, and their lordships 
recognized that it was in order for the society to charge the Articled 
Clerks’ Fund with an annual sum in the nature of rent for the use of the 
society’s building and a proportion of the general disbursements of the 
society. In reapportioning the rent, the Council have had the assistance 
of Messrs. Wetherall & Green, and in reapportioning the general disburse. 
ments they have made careful inquiry as to the time devoted by each mem- 
ber of the society’s staff to the business of the articled clerks and the 
society respectively. They have also, having regard to section 8 of the 


Solicitors Act, 1877, which deals with the application of the examination . 


fees, expunged from the Articled Clerks’ Account the receipts and dis. 
bursements in connection with the Honours Examination, the Colonial 
Examinations, and entering articles of clerkship. These items now appear 
in the society’s account. d : 
Donations to the Society.—In addition to the donations to the library 
afterwards mentioned, the Council have pleasure in stating that the late 
Mr. G. J. Braikenridge, formerly of Bartlett’s-buildings, Holborn, who 
died on the 1st of August, 1905, by his will bequeathed to the society two 
old silver tankards, an old silver grace cup, and other articles of silver 
plate, and that the society has received from Mr. R. 8. Taylor, a member 
of the Council, an old silver tankard, formerly belonging to the Society of 
Clement’s-inn ; from Mr. W. L. Ainslie, of 19, Surrey-street, Strand, an 
old silver tankard, formerly belonging to the Society of Staple-inn ; from 
Mr. W. H. Wickham, of 14, Essex-street, Strand, an engraving of Grant's 
portrait of Sir William Erle; and from Mr. J. R. B. Gregory, Bedford- 
row, a copy of a miniature portrait of Mr. J. 8. Gregory, president of the 
society in the year 1851. f a 
The Society’s Building.—The hall has been restored to its former position 
as a reading-room for members, and has been carpeted. The regulation 
by which smoking was confined to a portion only of the common room has 
been rescinded. Some discussion took place at the general meeting in 
April last as to an increase in the number of telephones for the use of 
members, but the Council did not see their way to add to the number. The 
telephone supplied is intended for the use of members who happen to be 
engaged in the building and wish to communicate with thcir offices, and 
is ample for that purpose, and the Council cannot see that it would con- 
duce to the convenience of the general body of members that by the pro- 
vision of additional telephones members should be encouraged to make 
use of the building as a telephone call office. ; 
Luncheon Rooms.—The caterer to the society, Mr. W. Kemp, died in 
February last, and the Council have appointed Mr. G. T. Baker caterer in 
his place. The reduction of table-money has considerably reduced the 
balance to the credit of the society, and for the year 1905 it amounted to 
£23 9s. 94. This, however, is not to be regretted, as while the Council have 
laid it down the the luncheon rooms shall not be provided for out of the 
general funds of the society, they have no desire to sce any considerable 
profit from them, It is not as well known as it should be that the rooms 
are open to all members of the society without election or any subscription 
beyond the ordinary subscription to the society. ‘ 
Registry Department.—The work of the registry shews a steady increase, 
The receipts for the year 1905 were £495 12s. 6d., as compared with 
£467 16s. 6d, for the year 1904, Complaints have been made that members 
advertising in the registry often cause unnecessary trouble by not specifically 
stating their requirements, and it has been alleged that in some cases money 
is advertieed for loan on mortgage in order to obtain payment of inquiry fees 
when no money is in fact available. The question of insufficient particulars 
was mentioned at the special general meeting in April last; and the 
Council hope that, attention having been called to the matter, members 
will see that there are no grounds for complaint in the future. Should # 
charge of advertising money for loan in the circumstaftces above mentioned 
be substantiated, the Council cannot fail to take serious notice of it. 
Library.—Nine hundred and —_ volumes have been added to the 
library during the past year by donation and purchase. The total number 
of volumes now in the library, including the Mendham Collection, is about 
47,000. Through the good offices of Mr. Bruce Bannerman, I’.S.A., the 
Treasurer of the Harleian Society, the Council have been able to perfect 
their set of that society’s Vi-itations at a reasonable figure. The seb 
of the Harleian Society’s Registers was already complete. The Council 





have continued their subscriptions to the various genealogical and record 
societies which they joined last year, and the following is a comple 
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list of the learned, genealogical, and scientific societies to which 
they now subscribe and whose publications they receive : ean gy “Ce 
Society ; Chetham Society ; Harleian Society ; Index Library ; Library 
Association ; Oxford Historical Society; Parish Register Society; Pipe 
Roll Society ; Royal Historical Society ; Selden Society ; Society of Com- 
tive Legislation ; Surtees Society ; Thoresby Society. A new supple- 
ment to the Library Catalogue of 1891 has been printed ; it will be issued 
in the same type and binding as the catalogue, to which it forms a com- 
n volume. The first printed catalogue of the library appeared in 
1841, and was followed by others in 1851 and 1869; then, after a lapse of 
pore than twenty years, a larger one was issued in 1891, and supplements 
to it in 1894 and 1898. The new supplement embodies these two and 
contains all additions made to the library between 1891 and the end 
of April, 1906. The price of the supplement is 4s., or the catalogue and 
supplement together can be Basta. for 6s. 6d. Neither the catalogue 
nor the supplement contains the books in the Mendham Collection; a 
separate catalogue of these was printed in 1871 and was followed in 1874 
by a short supplement, both of which are now out of print. 
Examinations. —The following table shows the results of the last four 
examinations, as compared with the four immediately preceding : 


PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 
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No. of 


Candidates 
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1904-1905 | 364 | 264 | 218 | 152 | 196 
1905-1906 | 318 | 210 | 198 | 134 | 196 
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1904-1905 156 | 33 : 2 : 9 
1905-1906 137 56 | 85 24 90 | Gy FR 15 




















The numbers of successful candidates in 1905-6, as 
numbers in 1904-5, are as follows: 
Intermediate, 493, as against 591 ; 
122, as against 115. 
,_ Intermediate Examination.—New regulations for this examination were 
one in July last, and are published in the August Gazette. ‘The effect 
Late is to add accounts and bookkeeping to the subjects of examination, 
® regulations as to examination in accounts and bookkeeping apply to 
articled clerks who are exempted from other parts of the examination 
eee a Solicitors Act, 1804. The saguiations came into force in 


Colonial Examinatione.—Since the issue of the annual report for the year 


( compared with the 
Preliminary, 275, as against 332; 
Final, 592, as against 640; Honours, 





1905 one Intermediate and two Final examinations have in Jamaica, and 
one Final examination has been held in each of the Islands of Barbados 
and Trinidad under the auspices of the society. 


School of Law.—No has 


been made with the scheme for a 


progress 
School of Law since the issue of the last report of the Council, but the 


Council have appointed a committee to 


the matter with the 


Attorney-General wh n he is able to give it his attention. It will be seen 
on reference to the accounts in the appendix that the society received a 
sum of £1,237 11s. 5d. as the society’s proportion of the income of the 
fund in court available for educational purposes for the year 1905. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 13th and 14th of 


June, 1906: 


FufSr Crass. 

Adcock, Leonard Hedle 
Aleop, Charles Frederic 
Brown, Wilham Frederick 
Butler, Clifford Hicks, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Clutterbuck, Edwin Herbert 
Eager, Percy George 
Evans, Edward Brocklebank 
Gwynne, Robert 
Hagon, Charles Douglas 
Hills, Frederick George 
Hinds, Evan John 
Hooson, Isaac Daniel 
Morgan, Charles Henry 
Murray, Frederick Wiiliam 
Murray, 

Rp sncom a 
Plummer, George He 
Soulsby, William Solin 
Tyabjee, Kazim Cumroodin ° 
Wolstenholme, William 


Passep. 
*Abid, Aviet William Satoor 
Aldrich, Horace Wilfrid 
*Anderson, Harold 
Arnold, William Noel 
Banes, Arthur Edward 
Barnes, Walter James 
Bayliss, Sydney James 
Beith, Gilbert, B.A. (Camb.) 
Bell, Sidney 
Beyfus, Harry Max - 
Blake, George Victor 
Booth, Norman Russell 
Borrie, Ernest 
Bowden, Hubert Moxhay 
Brede, Herbert George 
Bright, Alfred Stanley 
Brine, John Edmund Alexander 
Brown, William 
Burchell, Leslie Dyne 
Burgin, Edward Leslie 
Burns, John 
Chapman, Bertram Austin 
Charlton, Christopher Colin 
Clark, Albert Nettleton 
Clayton, Edwin 
Cooper, John Stuart 
Cox, Leonard Charles 
Croysdale, James 
Ourrie, Percival Tom 
Davies- Bunton, Archibald Edward 

Kenneth 

Dawson, Leonard 
Day, Wilfrid Joseph 
Denman, George William 
Dickinson, Courtenay 
Dobson, Robert Francis 
Dodd, Wilfrid Thomas 
oy ae Charles Leslie Hawks- 


Dunstan, Ralph Alexander 
Ernshaw, Edwin Hermann 
Eckersley, Roger Huxley 
Faber, Henry Grey 
*Fawkner, Tom 
Fearnside, George Alan 
Field-Fisher, Caryl Hillyard 
Frearson, William Brown 
Gaunt, Arthur 

Gibson, Stanley Vere 
Greslam, Herbert Ingleby 


Gunner, John Hugh 
Hammill, John 


? 

Hammond, Herbert Alfred 
*Handcock, Gustavus Macmahon 

Forbes 
Hardy, Alfred George 
Harford, Percy 
Haslewood, Roger John Rodwell 
Haworth, H Robinson 
Hem: , Oswald Arthur 

i , Herbert Edward Powell 
Hincks, Maurice Thorp 
Ho, Sik Yan 
Hollings, Hughlings 
Holt, Guy Marriner Whittell 


Norman Ramsay, B.A. Howell, Frank Rice 


Howitt, John Archer 
Hughes, Evan Edwards 
*Huntriss, William 
James, Sidney Frederick 
Janion, Cecil Garnett 
t 

> 
Jeffreys, John Some De (Camb.) 
Johnson, Francis Kinloch Murray 


Joseph, Francis , B.A. (Oxon.) 
Kafka, Emil Julius, B.A. (Camb.) 
Kenworthy, Robert 

King, Arthur 

Kitching, Frederick Overend 
Knowles, Charles Edgar 

Kuit, Bernard 

Lambert, John Bernard Watson 


illigan, Cecil Cooper 
Mills, Thomas Piercy, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Milns, John Arkley 

Mitchell 


Montague, Albert Bannerman 
Moore, Charles Sydney 

Moore, Thomas 

*Morgan, Isaac David 

Morris, Harold Spencer 
Mount, Oscar Perc 

Musgrave, John Edward 
Nixon, Cyril Hubert Mayer 
Norris, Williams James George 
Orme, Robert Henr 

Pendleton, Archie Joseph 
Ponting, Philip William 
Preston, Thomas land 
Prior, Claude Bernard 


(Camb.) 
Rees, Justin David Reynolds 
Rhodes, John Parker 
Richards, John William 
Rideal, John George Edmund 
Roberts, Thomas Haines 
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Scott, Charles Martin Tree, Warren Francis Hughes, George Oswald Room, Lionel Charles Turner 
Scott, Geffrey Lacy Twigg, Douglas Sargenson Hughes, Trevor Charles _____—_—_—=Ross, John Alexander 
Shapcott, Henry *Uridge, Harry James Hughes-Narborough, William Round, Jabez Harold 
Sherwin, Thomas Miles Voce, Joseph Charles Hewett Dunn Edwin Sanderson, Frank Norman : 
*Simpson, George Colville Waldron, Edward William Husband, John Savile, Eustace Claude, B.A. (Camb.) 
Skelton, Douglas Webber, Frederick Herbert Edwin Jackson, Cyril Scorer, Eric West 


White, David Reginald 
Whitehead, Arthur 
Wickings-Smith, Basil Guildford 
Widdows, Charles James 
Wilkinson, John Gay 

Williams, Arthur Jones 
Williams, Joseph James 


Sloman, William Henry 
*Smeathman, Lovel Francis 
Smith, Norman Douglas 
Smith, Tarleton 

Sprake, Gilbert Edwin 
Stenning, Claud John 
Stratton, Frank Cecil George 


*Sykes, Bernal *Willis, John Edwin 
Taylor, Ernest Wilmot, Robert Coningsby 
Thomas, Gwynne Wolfe, Lionel 

Tizzard, George Wood, Charles Bertram 


Todd, George Hall 
Tomkinson, Harry Cecil Herbert 
Seymour 
CANDIDATES FOR ACCOUNTS AND BOOK-KEEPING 
EXAMINATION ONLY. 
Clarke, Charles Cyril, B.A. (Oxon.) | King, Stephen William 
Kemp, Thomas Cuthbert, B.A. | McCall, Harold William Lockhart, 

(Oxon.) B.A. (Camb.) 

* These Candidates have to satisfy the Examiners in Accounts and Book-keeping before 
receiving a Certificate. 
FINAL EXAMINATION. 

The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 

successful at the Final Examination held on the 11th and 12th of June, 
1906 : 
Addiscot, William 
Alderson, Alan Stuart 
Appleby, Digby, B.A., 

(Camb 


Armstrong, William Pallett 
Arnold, Bertram Walter 


Wotton, Edward 


Davies, John Bertie 
de Boissiére, Henri Armand 

LL.B. de Rougemont, Charles Glennie 
Dewing, Arthur Augustus Blathway 
Dodsworth, Benjamin, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Dominy, Charles Cecil 

Attenborough, James Downing, Harold Corbett, B.A. 

Auld, James Frederic (Oxon.) 

Back, Horace Aubrey, B.A. (Oxon.) Driver, John Goodwin 

Baker, George Arthur, LL.B. Eberle, George Strachan John Fuller, 

(Victoria) B.A. (Oxon.) 

Bannon, Raymond Blennerhasset Edwards, Harold Thorne 

Barrack, Arthur Matthew Edwards, Samuel Owen 

Bartlett, Humphey Edward Gibson, Ekins, Aubrey 


M.A. (Oxon.) Ellis, Hinchcliffe, LL.B. (Liverpool) 
Bayley, George Albert Emerson, Thomas William 
Beardsle , Arthur Lionel Enfield, Ernest Arthur 
Beecroft, Walter Gordon Evans, Harold Smith 
Bell, George Reginald Evans, Martin 


Falkner, Henry Frederick Noel 

Faulkner, Bertram, B.A. (Camb.) 

Ferris, Handley Anthony Steel, B.A., 
LL.D. (Dublin) 


Benning, Arthur Crichton Stuart 
Berkeley, Andrew Joseph 
Bingham, Norman Frederick Becher 


Birley, Joseph Hornby Forman, Arthur Temple, B.A. 
Birtill Reginald Bartlemore (Oxon.) 
Grosvenor 


Freeman, John Edward, B.A., LL.B. 
Blaker, Harold Montagu (Camb.) 
Bowes, William Hugh Butlin, B.A. Frere, Edgar, B.A. (Oxon.) 

(Oxon.) Fretwell, Harold 
Brierley, John Arnold Fulton, Grenville Richard 
Brooke, Stanley William Gardner, Arthur Roberts 
Brookes, Arthur Stanley Gaukroger, Alfred 
Brown, Henry William Gilbert, Thomas Norman 
a William Hatton Gilling, Norman Victor 
B t, Thomas George Deane Goffey, William 
Campbell-Jones, William Thomas Gover, Ernest Martin 

i Edward John Herbert Gretton, John 

Carnt, Sydney George Groner, Wolff Leon 
Carver, Walter Lionel Groves, Evelyn Conway 


Case, William Alfred James Guthrie, William, B.A. (Durham) 
Challinor, William Francis, B.A. Gwyn, Vivian Sedgley 

(Camb.) E Halford, Henry Francis Gordon 
Chapple, Henry Torrington Hann, Harold Brown 


Clayton, inald, LL.B. (Victoria) Hanson, Alfred Ebenezer 
Cleaver, Wiliam Babcock Harraway, Hugh Vincent 
Consterdine - Chadwick, Robert Harriss, Clare Fordham 


Harvey, Leslie 
Cooke, Baward H 4 


enry Harvey, Reginald Frederick Melville 
Coombs, Thomas Branston Haswell, John 
» Horace Clive Highet, William Thompson 
Cow William Henry Hinchcliffe, Thomas Henry 
Cox, Sydney George, L.A., LL.B. Hime, Reginald Leslie 
(Victoria Hollick, Ronald 
Hollis, Denzil, B.A. (Camb. 
Holmes, Alfred Kenward, B.A., 
LL.B, (Camb.) 
Howarth, Percy Stanley 
Howe, Vernon 
Howell, Owen Bulmer, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Hughes, Edmund John 


eg ag Kingsley 
Dale. er’ -A. (Camb. 
7 “ee cy ) 


Davie, Ludford Dudley 
Davies, George Evan 





Scott, Francis Cecil 

Scott, Henry Cooper 

Scott, William McDougall Wood. 

ward, M.A. (Oxon) 

Sharples, James 

Shee, Angus 

Shephard, Joseph Arthur 
B.A. Shepherd, Norman Robinson 

Shirlaw, Lewis Andrew 

Simpson, John Harold 

Simpson, Vivian Sumner 

Smith, William 

Smith, William Reginald 
Langton, Henry Sowter, George Henry Joseph 
Law, Thomas Henry Brown Spearman, William, B.A. (Camb.) 
Lee, Edmund, LL.B. (London), Spickernell, Walter George 


Johnson, Charles Bulmer 

Jones, David Edward 

Jones, Ernest 

Jones, John Thomas 

Jones, Rees Arthur 

Jordan, William Oranford 

Keen, Reginald Tom 

Kelly, Norman Edward, 
(Camb.) 

King, Richard He 

Kingcombe, Archibald William 

Kirkham, Lawrence Joshua 

Knee, George Creasey 


LL.B. (Leeds) Stancliffe, Frederick Stancliffe, B.A, 
Lennard, Frederick Lionel Field, (Oxon.) : 
M.A. (Oxon.) Stokes, Francis Harcourt 


Leoni, Alexander Sutcliffe, Harry Peveril, LL.B, 
Lewis, Eric Vaughan (Victoria) 

Lister, John Venning, B.A. (Camb.) Tarleton, Frank 

Lumb, Joseph William Taylor, Charles Paul, B.A. (Camb.) 
Luya, Thomas, LL.B. (Liverpool) Teasdale, Reginald, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Mackie, Hugh de Fylton Templer, William ‘Tristan 

MeNair, Arnold Duncan Ternouth, Alexander Frank 


McNish, Donald Robert Thomas, Evan Bevan 


Wallis, Noel Veder, B.A. (Oxon.) 

Walster, Alfred Ernest 

Watson, Leonard Victor Sendall 

Watts, Harold Vaughan Iremonger, 
B.A. (Oxon.) 

Way, Hubert Augustus 

Webster, John Richard, B.A. 
(Camb.) 

Wellock, Thomas 

Wells, Charles Alexander, 


Moser, Horace Bingham 

Nicholson, Montagu 

Nicholson, Stanley 

O’Brien, Maurice Barry 

Paris, Frank Tudor 

Parsons, Frank 

Passmore, Stanley Joseph 

Penrice, Glaister Henry 

Peters, George Henry Boyce 

Petre, Henry Aloysius 

Pett, Charles Herbert (Camb.) 

Pettitt, Hugh, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.) Wheldon, Wynn Powell, B.A, 

Preeston, Philip Southwell LL.B. (Camb.) 

Prentis, Mackenzie Wilson White, Percy Harold 

Pretty, Bernard B.A., LL.B. (Camb.) Whitcombe, John Herbert 

Price, Jesse Armi Whitfield, John Lawrence 

Price, — Altert, B.A. (Oxon.) Whittington, Thomas Aubrey Leyson, 
w) 


B.A. 


Pritchard, m Buchanan, M.A. B.A. (Oxon.) 
(Camb.) Wilkinson, George Edward, B.A. 
Pullon, John William (Oxon.) 


Race, Russell Tinniswood, B.A., Williams, Alwyne Landseer 
LL.B. (Camb.), B.A. (Lond.) Williamson, Robert Chapman 
Radcliffe, Joseph Arnold Hurst Wilson, David Arthur Calder 
Rann, Charles Ambrose Wilson, Kenneth Forshaw 
Redhead, Edmund Murray Wood, Charles Hewitt 
Redhead, Fritz Woodgate, Hamilton Streatfield 


Richardson, John Watson, B.A. Woods, Raymond Wy brow 
(Camb.) Wright, Gordon Kenneth 
Roberts, Richard Wyatt, Laurence John 
Roberts, Samuel, B.A., LL.B. Yates, Alfred 
(Camb.) Yates, James 





It is announced that Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane and Mr. Justice 
Sutton will bethe two Long Vacation judges. The latter will attend 
during the first part and Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane will take the second 
half of the vacation. 


Mr. Walter Barwick, K.C., who was killed in the railway accident at 
Salisbury, was, says the Lvening Standard, regarded gs one of the soundest 
lawyers in the province of Ontario. A friend and partner of the Hon, 
A. B. Aylesworth, K.C., Postmaster-General of Canada, he was in the 

rime of life, and was a favourite in the highest social and club circles of 

oronto. 


In the House of Lords on Monday Lord Avebury said that the noble and 
learned lord on the woolsack asked him to withdraw the Bills of 
Exchange Bill for the present Session, and had kindly promised to consider 
the matter during the recess. Knowing the many and urgent problems 
which the Lord Chancellor had had to consider, he felt he could not resist 
this request, and he begged, therefore, to move that the order for the 
, second reading be discharged. 











Marsden, George Alfred Thomas, George Luther, M.A. 
Meredith, Gwynne Henry (Oxon.) 
Merivale, Bernard, B.A., LL.B. Thomas, Samuel John Ball 

(Camb.) Tiddeman, Paul Burrell 
Middleton, Henry Dubs, B.A. Vigo, Benjamin William 

(Oxon.) Wade, Philemon Slater 
Mitchell, Ernest Harry Walker, Miles Rainforth 
Moorwood, Stanley Duffield Walley, Stephen Minshull, LL.B. 
Morris, Stanley (Victoria) 
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Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Davin Baynwor Jonzs, K.O., M.P., has received the honour of 


Knighthood. 

Mr. Jonx Bamrorp Stack, B.A., solicitor, of the firm of Slack, Monro, 
& Atkinson, has received the honour of Knighthood. Sir J. B. Slack was 
admitted in 1880. 

The honour of Knighthood has also been conferred on: Mr. Henry 
Gueexe Ketty, LL.B., Chief Justice of Southern Nigeria; Mr. Wii11am 
Nicowt, LL.B., M.A., Chief Justice of Lagos; Mr. Roxsert Linton 
Wuruerse, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Nova Scotia; Mr. 
Wuiuasm Owen, Senior Puisne Judge of the Supreme Oourt of. New 
South Wales ; and Mr. Azmrrus Irvine, K.C., Leader of the Bar, Ontario. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Admission. 


Messrs. Whitfield & Harrison, of 22, Surrey-street, Strand, W.C., have 
taken into partnership Mr. Gzorcz Axtaur Wuitrietp as from the Ist 
inst, Mr. George Arthur Whitfield is a son of Mr. W. H. Whitfield, the 
senior member of the firm. The business of the firm will continue to be 
carried on under the same name as heretofore at 22, Surrey -street, Strand, 


Dissolutions. 


(nantes Atrrep Case and Cuarites Epwarp Roper, solicitors (Case & 
Roper), Maidstone. March 24. The practice is now being carried on by 
the said Charles Edward Roper for his own benefit. 


Joux Henry Hunter and Hersert Wyatt Dayres, solicitors (Hunter 
& Davies), 6 and 7, King William-street, London. June 24. The said 
John Henry Hunter will practise at 53, Moorgate-street, E.C., and the 
said Herbert Wyatt Davies at 110, Cannon-street, E.O. 

[ Gazette, June 29. 


General. 


Mr. Justice Darling has gone to the Winchester and Bristol Assizes on 
the Western Circuit in the place of the Lord Chief Justice, who returned 
from the Exeter Assizes in order to sit with the third Court of Appeal. 


It is announced that the President of the Board of Trade has appointed 
Mr. William Evans to be Inspector-General in Bankruptcy in succession 
tothe late Mr. Edwin Hough. Mr. Evans has held the appointment of 
Inspector of Official Receivers since 1889, 


Itis announced that the Lord Chancellor will sit in Appeal Court I. on 
Monday next in place of the President of the Probate Division (Sir J. 
Gorell Barnes), who will be required in his own court on that day. The 
new trial paper will be continued in the Appeal Court No. 1. 


The directors of the British Law Fire Insurance Co. (Limited), 
have elected the deputy-chairman, Mr. William Maples, to be chairman of 
the company in the place of the late Mr. Henry Turton Norton, and Mr. 
M. F. Monier Williams, a director, has been elected deputy-chairman. 


The eighth meeting of the Bankruptcy Law Amendment Committee was 
held on the 27th ult. at the Royal Courts of Justice, Mr. Muir Mackenzie 
(the chairman) presiding. Evidence was given by Mr. A. O. Jennings, 
the Registrar of the Brighton County Court, and a member of the com- 
mittee of the County Court Registrars’ Association. 


The House of Lords Standing Committee met on Tuesday, says the 
Times, to consider the Criminal Appeal Bill. On the motion Lord 
Halsbury, a proviso was added to clause 1 that an appeal should not be 
entertained on a question of law alone, if the question was not raised at 

the trial, and was one which, if so raised, could have been disposed of b 
evidence, The Lord Chancellor secured the reinsertion of a section which 
had been dropped by accident since the introduction of the Bill, 
authorizing the court to exercise special aye set forth. Lord Halsbury 
Proposed to insert a new sub-section in the first clause providing that ‘‘ on 
an appeal against a judgment passed on conviction the court should have 
wed to increase as well as decrease the punishment inflicted.’”” Lord 
ames of Hereford moved to amend the amendment by inserting after the 
word “ conviction ’’ the words “‘ on the ground of undue severity.” Lord 
bury accepted the amendment, but Lord Ashbourne considered that it 
Was unnecessary. Eventually it was agreed to. On the question that the 
sub-section, so amended, should be added to the Bill, the Chancellor 
said he frankly admitted that he would rather not have it added to the 
Bill, but as Lord Halsbury desired to have it he was going to give way. 
sub-section was accordingly agreed to; and the Bill with further 
t ate passed through Committee and was ordered to be 

¢ House. 


sot replying to the toast of his health at the dinner of the Hardwicke 
= the 27th ult., Lord Curzon said he held most ey that 
tas ity both with the principles and the practice of the law was 

extreme value to a public man. He did not say that a lawyer 
Recessarily made a good administrator. There were, he eved, con- 
spicuous instances to the contrary; but he did say that a good adminis- 


trator was all the better if he had the foundation of some know! and 


of the law. As Viceroy of India he was brought into and 











close contact with the administration of thelaw. The law in India played a 
more prominent in public life eventhan it did here. In acountry where 
hundred of ions of people of different race and religion, of 
character and taste, were kept in contented subjection by what was, 

all, a mere handful of foreigners, it was not by military force, neither was 
it by the exercise of tact and sympathy, invaluable and indispensable 
as those qualities were, so much as it was by respect for and confidence 
in the law, that tranquillity was maintained. We might take away from 
India the results of the civilisation which we have tried to confer upon 
that people for over 100 years, we might extinguish the fruits of Western 
education that we had given them, and even deprive them of many 
material advantages of our rule, and yet some form of polity, some 
structure of society would survive ; but if we were to endeavour to uproot 
the administration of justice, those fundamental principles of British 
jurisprudence upon which the whole fabric of in India 

nothing but chaos would ensue. He believed that the chief and 

boon that Great Britain had conferred upon India 
administration of the law. One of the objects he had set 
when his career as Viceroy was cut short was a revision of 

civil procedure in India. He had left that task to his successor, who 

h » would attempt it with an enthusiasm and a 

than he himself could have brought to the task. 

administration of civil justice in India, instead of 

part in the hands of the conquering nation, was in the hands of the ‘ 

of the soil.”” Even upon the benches 

largely filled by distinguished barristers 

the natives of the had their place, 

credit and distinction. 








DissotuTion or Partnersnip.—W. H. Oliver and F. A. G. Haynes 
(W. H. Oliver & Haynes), Solicitors, 61, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 
30th June, 1906. The said W. H. Oliver will continue to carry on busi- 
ness at the above address in his own name.—[Apvr. ] 








The Union of London and Smiths Bank (Limited), Stuckey’s Banking 
Co. (Limited), and Messrs. Robarts, Lubbock, & Co. are authorized to 
receive applications for £620,000 of Bristol Corporation Stock, 
interest at 34 cent. annum. The price of issue is par, and the first 
dividend will be payable on the 10th of January, 1907. 








To Execvtors.—VALvations FoR Prosats.—Messrs. W: 
Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, 
(leading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or 
Family Distribution, late of Pall M 
Gallery.—[Apvr.] 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 1906. 
(Continued from p. 564.) 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
For Hearing. 

(Final List.) 

1906, 


Loftus v Carpenter appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Kennedy, dated 
April 11, Tod with oet o jury, Buddhas April 26 f 
Johnson & Co ld v Pilliner appl of deft from Pa 2 ee 
ee an 26, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex 


Lennard v Kent and East Sussex Light Ry Co of pltif from judgt 
of Mr Justice Ridley, dated Jan 31, 1906 (jury riddles 


A 28 
saclay ¥ Edwards pl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Bigham, dated 
Jan 30, 1906, wuhen fury, Middleoes April 30 





600 


*. ‘THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


sy 


July 7, 190 





—_—_— 





le Hotel (Porthcawl) Co 1d and ors v C H Grey & Co appl of 
Hotel Co and H Silver from judgt of Mr A T Lawrence, 
dated April 9, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex May 3 
Hanson v Dunn and ors appl of pitff from order of Mr Justice Kennedy, 
dated April 9, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex May 4 
The Queens of the River Steamship Co ld v The Conservators of the River 
Thames and Easton Gibb & Son appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
Kennedy, dated March 23, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex May 7 
Loyd v The New Century Engine Cold appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
ustice Sutton, dated April 11, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex May 9 
Rex v The Mayor and Corpn of Brighton (expte Edward Dudley Shoe- 
smith) appl of defts from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and Justices 
Ridley and Darling, dated April 30,1906 May 14 
Green (Applt) v Assessment Committee of the Newport Union and Over- 
seers of the Parish of Goldcliff (Respts) appl of applts from judgt of 
the Lord Chief Justice and Justices Ridley and Darling, dated April 26, 
1906 May 16 Stead (Applt) v Assessment Committee of the Newport 
Union and the Overseers of the Parish of Nash (Respts) appl of applts 
from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and Justices Ridley and Darling, 
dated April 26,1906 May 16 
Housley and anr v Prosser applof pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Walton, 
dated April 3, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex May 16 
Robert Arthur Theatre Co ld v Mason & Jacob appl of defts from judgt 
of _— Sutton, dated Feb 19, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex 
May 
Fitzgerald v Tilling appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Jelf, dated 
May 9, 1906, with a common jury, Middlesex, and cross-notice by deft, 
dated June 1, 1906 May 17 
In re an Arbtn between Croasdell and Cammell, Laird & Co ld appl of 
8S T Croasdell from judgt of Justices Kennedy and A T Lawrence, dated 
May 14,1906 May 17 
In re an Arbtn between Cox, McEwen, & Co and Hoare, Marr & Co and 
Arbtn Act, 1889 appl of Cox, McEwen, & Co from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bray, dated May 3, 1906 May 18 
Noakes & Cold v Day appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Lawrance, 
dated April 28, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex May 19 
Hore v Day appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Buckley (additional 
judge), dated May 10, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex May 19 
Taylor v Mayor, &c, of Maidenhead appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Buckley (additional judge), dated May 12, 1906, without a jury, 
Middlesex May 21 
Cohn v Henderson appl of pitff from judgt of Justices Kennedy and 
A T Lawrence, dated May 3, 1906 May 21 
De Jong v Johnson & Sons ld appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
Lawrance, dated Feb 24,1906 May 22 
The King v The Judge of the Marylebone County Court and The Great 
Western Ry appl of the Great Western Ry from judgt of the Lord 
sa eee and Justices Darling and Channell, dated May 9, 1906 
’ iy ©» 
Goldschmidt vy Weldhen & Bleriot appl of plitff from judgt of Justices 
Kennedy and A T Lawrence, dated May 4, 1906 May 22 
The Urban District Council of Teddington (Applts) v Vile (Respt) appl 
of respt from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and Justices Darling and 
Channell, dated May 9, 1906 May 22 
Smith v Prosser appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham, dated 
May 7, 1906, without a jury, Middlesex May 23 
The King v Lewis, Esq, Stip Mag for Cardiff and the Cardiff Pilotage 
Board (ex parte Lewis) appl of the Cardiff Pilotage Board trom judgt 
of the Lord Chief Justice and Justices Ridley and Darling, dated 
May 2,1906 May 25 
The King, on the prosecution of the Guardians, &c, of Walsall Union v 
Justices of Middlesex appl of Walsall Union from judgt of the Lord 
— and Justices Darling and Channell, dated May 14, 1906 
yy 2 
Beer v Bell (wife sued in respect of her separate estate) appl of pltff from 
judgt of Mr Justice A T Lawrence, dated May 19, 1906 witha special 
jury, Middlesex May 26 
Richards v Hall app! of pitff from judgt of Justices Kennedy and A T 
Lawrence, dated May 17,1906 May 26 
In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889 between Coleman’s Depositories 
id and The Life and Health Assce Ascoc appl of Life and Health 
oe aaa id from judgt of Mr Justice Bray, dated May 4, 1906 
y 2 
The King v City of London Union (expte Mayor, &c, of the City of 
London) appl of Associated Newspapers Id from judgt of the Lord 
Chief Justice and Mr Justice bray, dated May 17, 1906 May 29 Same 
v Same appl of the Managers of the Metropolitan Asylum District 
from judgt of the Lord Chiet Justice and Mr Justice Bray, dated May 
17,1906 May 29 
Hill v Thomas & Sons appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Sutton, 
dated April 11, 1906 May 29 
er Rural District Council v Fisher & Le Fanu appl of defts from 
j of Mr Justice Bigham, dated May 16, 1906, without a jury, West 
y Division of the County of Lancaster May 16 
Pacific Steam Navigation Co v Pugh & Son appl of defts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Bigham, dated May 15, 1906, without a jury, West Derby 
Division of the County of Lancamer, and cross-notice by pltifs, dated 
May W,106 May # 
Jones ¥ Wakefield pypoioome 1d appl of pltff from judgt of Justices 
Kennedy and A T Lawrence, dated May 4, 1906 May 31 
The King v City of London Union (ex parte Mayor, &, of the City of 
Loudon) applof HE BWanes & Co |d from judgt of the Lord Chief 


appl of Overseers of the Poor of the Precinct of Whitefriars from judgt 
psc Court, samedate May 31 SamevSame appl of South- 

and Chatham Ry Companies Managing Committee from judgt of samy 
Court, same date May 31 : : 

Sadler & Baker v Laycock appl of pltff from judgt of Justices Kennedy 
and A T Lawrence, dated May 18, 1906 June l 

Wilkinson and anr v Lancashire and Yorkshire Ry Co appl of defty 
from judgt of Justices Kennedy and Bray, dated May 25, 1906 Jung} 
Lacons and ors v Warmoll appl of deft from judgt of Justices Kennedy 
and A T Lawrence, dated May 21,1906 June l : 

Clare v Joseph appl of pltfi from judgment of Justices Ridley aj 
Darling, dated May 23,1906 June 2 


FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY DIVISigy 
(ADMIRALTY). 
For HEarrne. 
With Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) 
1905. 

Oravia—1904—Folio 438 ‘The Owners of the Steamship Nereus and th 

Owners of the Cargo now or lately therein v The Owners of th 

Steamship Oravia appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bama | 

dated Feb 1, 1905 Feb 24 

Cambrian Monarch—1905—Folio 509 The Clyde Shipping Co ld and omy 

the Owners of the Cambrian Monarch, her cargoand freight appl of plith 

from judgt of the President and Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated Apri 

5, 1905 May 4 

Chaucer—1905—Folio 213 The Owners of Steamship Highland Mary yTh 
Owners of Steamship Chaucer (damage) appl of pltffs from judgtof tk 
Justice Bargrave Deane, dated April 15,1905 May 10 

Alleghany—1905—Folio 124 The Owners of Steamship Stelling and freight 
v The Owners of Steamship Alleghany and freight (damage) appl ¢ 
defts from judgt of the President, dated May 11,1905 May26 . 

1906. 

Vestal—1905—Folio 381 The General Steam Navigation Co ld and omy 
The Owners of the Steamship or Vessel Vestal (damage) appl of 
pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated Jan 23, 1906, and 
cross-notice by defts, dated Feb 2, 1906, to vary judgt Jan 30 

Clare Cumming—1905—Folio 337 The Owners of Steamship Chatham 
and ors v The Owners of Steamship Clare Cumming and her freight 
(damage) appl of defts from judgt of the President, dated Dec 9,1% 
Feb 2 


Tactician—1905—Folio 427 Owners of SS Leander v Owners of § 
Tactician (damage) appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bargm 
Deane, dated Jan 16,1906 Feb 19 ; 

Petunia—1906—Folio 50 Owners of SS Domingo v Owners of SS Petuta 
(salvage) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Dea, 
dated Feb 28, 1906 March 6 

Bremen—1905—Folio 458 Owners of SS Lucigen v Owners of SS Brema 
(salvage) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Dea, 
dated Feb 28, 1906 March 7 

Anselm—1905—Folio 457 ‘The Owners of a portion of cargo lately lade 
on board the Steamship Cyril v The Owners of Steamship Anselm 
(damage) appl of pltfis from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Dea, 
dated March 28, 1906 April 9 

Without Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) 

Hopper No 66—1906—Folio 34 (1905—J—2,364 Liverpool) Sir Jom 
Jackson ld v The Owners of SS Blanche and ors appl of pltfis from 
judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated Dec 21, 1905 Jan 17 

Hibernian—1906—Folio 142 Tasker & Co v Allen Bros appl of pltfi 
from judgt of the Divisional Court, dated May 16, 1906 May 25 

FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1905. 

Ogden v The Gas Light and Coke Co appln of defts for judgt or me 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 17, 1905, ab tr 
before Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex March 3 
Smith v Same appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from ¥ 
and judgt, dated March 17, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice Darling 
a special jury, Middlesex (consolidated actions) March 24 

Thomas v Bradbury, Agnew & Co ld appln of defts for judgt ora# 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated July 6, 1905, at trial 
Mr Justice Darling and a epecial jury, Middlesex July 13 

Cory and anr v Plymouth Breweries ld appln of defts for judgt orm 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated June 30, 1905, at trial 
Mr Justice oreo | and a special jury, Exeter Aug 9 

Meyer v Schwabach appln of dett for judgt or new trial on appl fr 
verdict and judgt, dated Nov 13, 1905, at trial before Mr Juste 

Bigham without a jury, Miodlesex (60 pending settlement) Nov 
Hope v Rodgers & Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial on opp 
verdict and judgt, dated Dec 13, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice ling 
and 4 spestel sear, W Riding, Yorkehire Dec 27 : 
Darlow v Kay — of pitff for judgt or new trial on app! from verdict 
and judgt, dated Dec 6, 1905, at trial before Mr Justice Darling with 6 
jury, 6 Dec 40 
1906, 
Hordern v Hutton, ld appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Dec 15, 1905, at trial before Mr Just 





Justice and Mr Justice Bray, dated May 17, 1906 May 31 Same v Same 


Grantham and a special jury, London Jun 3 
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fron fle 
s from j = 
uth - “ae Bentley Bros v Metcalfe & Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
1dgt Of samy appl from verdict and judgt, dated Dec 14, 1905, at trial before Mr 
. Justice Darling and a special jury, York Jan 4 
ces Kennedy Hilton, Gibbes, & Smith v Morten appln of deft for judgt or new trial 
on app! from verdict and judgt, dated Dec 18, 1905, at trial before Mr 
ppl of defy pan bd Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex Jan 6 
906 June} Chauasse & Kerr v Clayton and anr appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
e8 Kennedy on app! from verdict and judgt, dated Dec 21, 1905, at trial before Mr 
; Justice Kennedy and a common jury, Birmingham Jan 15 
Ridley ayy wood (an infant, &c) v The Uceanic Steam Navigation Cold appln 
of pltft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 
DIVISIgy Jan 4, 1906, at trial before The Hon Judge Taylor, KO, and a special 
, Court of Passage, Liverpool Jan 22 
Kellett v Stockport Corpn appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 23,1906, at trial before Mr Justice 
Walton and a special jury, Manchester Feb 1 : 
ing v Wandsworth Borough News Cold appln of defts for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Jan 26, 1906, at trial 
before Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex Feb 2 
eus and thy | Watt v Watt appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
ers of th and judgt, dated Jan 16, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Bigham and a 
ice Barnes, | jury, Middlesex, Feb 5 
Starkey vJames appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
Id and omy and judgt, dated Jan 5, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Darling and a 
ppl of pitt jury, Middlesex Feb 6 
dated Apri Norton v Baily appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated Jan 19, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Bigham and a 
| Mary v The jury, Middlesex Feb7 
Judgt of Mr RyanvJames appln of pltff in form& pauperis (by order) for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 1, 1906, at trial 
and freight before Mr Justice Darling and a common jury Feb 9 
>) appl of Tyler & Co 1d v Cambrian Ry Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
2% appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 7, 1906, at trial before Mr 
Justice Bigham and a special jury Feb 14 
1 and ony §F Edge ld v AJ Wilson & Cold appln of pltffs for judgt or new trial 
2) appl of on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 9, 1906, at trial before Mr 
, 1906, and Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex Feb 17 
30 Collins v Johnstone and ors appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl 
p Chatham from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 13, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice 
her freight Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex Feb 19 
Dec 9,1% Harrod v Bucknall Steamship Lines 1d Warren v Same (consolidated 
actions) appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
ers of i and judgt, dated Feb 14, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Lauwrance 
e B Feb 22 
7 Alford v Thrupp appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
SS Petuta verdict and judgt, dated Feb 6, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Darling 
ave Deane, and a special jury, Middlesex Feb 23 
Murray v Bushell appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
SS Brema verdict and judgt, dated Feb 16, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice A T 
ave Deane, Lawrence and a special jury, Middlesex (s o for appointment of legal 
representatives, Muy 18, 1906) March 7 
ately laden Manning v London and North-Western Railway Co appln of pltff for 
ip Anselm judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Feb 5, 1906, 
ive Deane, at trial before Mr Justice Bray and a special jury, Manchester March 9 
Belly Skinner appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated Jan 19, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Darling and a 
common jury, Middlesex March 16 
FA Diament v Bewick Moreing & Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
Sir John appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 8, 1906, a®trial before Mr 
oitfis from Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex March 17 
n 17 Sewell v Nat Telephone Cold appln of pitff for judgt or new trial on 
1 of pitt appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 14, 1906, at trial before Mr 
20 Justice Ridley and a special jury, Middlesex March 21 
Barelay v Anglo-French African Syndicate ld appln of defts for judgt 
ornew trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 20, 1906, at 
trial before Mr Justice Bray and a common jury, Middlesex March 28 
Crerand Wife v Hope and anr appln of pltffs for judgt or new trial on 
gt or ner appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 8, 1906, at trial before Mr 
5, ab tris Justice A 'T Lawrence and a special jury, Middlesex March 29 
March 4 Holmes & Sons v Cowan appln of pitff for judgt or new trial on appl 
om verdid from verdict and judgt, dated March 21, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice 
arling aol Kennedy and a special jury, Middlesex March 29 
Frost vy London Joint Stock Bank ld appln of defts for judgt or new 
dgt or vet trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 28, 1906, at trial 
ris] befor before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middx April 3 
Tn the Matter of an Arbitration between John Idiens & Sons ld and 
igt or nev Cornelius J. Bosman and John Ideans & Sons ld and Ellis, Kisling- 
rial befor bury & Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated March 29, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham 
appl from and a special jury, City of London April 5 
Ir Justice Jackson v Jones appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl for verdict 
Nov and judgt, dated March 8, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Channell 
app! from ee pene jury, Shrewsbury April 6 
ce Darling Meuse Portland Ehenens Joint Stock Co v The Southend Artificial Stone 
and Paving Co appln of pltffs for judgt or new trial on appl from 
ym. verdict verdiot and judgt, dated March 21, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice 
ng with 6 Bucknill and a common jury, Middlesex April 9 
Gale v Maunder appln of pltif for judgt or new trial on app! from verdict 
and judgt, dated March 24, 1006, at trial before Mr Justice Ridley and 
app! from common jury, Middlesex April 10 
ir Justi Neale v Electric and Ordnance Accessories Co ld appl of pltff for judgt 
March 22, 1906, at 





Trueman v Williams and 


of pltff for judgt or new trial on 

appl from verdict and j March 22, 1906, at trial before Mr 

i A T Lawrence and a special jury, Cardiff (security ordered) 
il 12 


a 
He 


Pp 
Mitchell v Pollard appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 


verdict and judgt, dated April 2, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice 
Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex ‘April 18 


Michell v Chaproniere & Co appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl 


from verdict and judgt, dated April 9, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice 
Grantham and a special jury, esex April 19 


Hamshaw v Calvert appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 


verdict and judgt, dated April 8, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Sutton 

and a common jury, Middlesex April 23 

Walters and anr v London United Tramways (1901) 1d and ors appln of 

defts London United Tramways Co ld for judgt or new trial on appl 

from verdict and judgt, dated April 5, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice 

Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex April18 Same v London 

United Tramways Co ld and London Road Car Co ld appin of defts 

London Road Car Co ld for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and 

judgt, dated April 5, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and 

a special jury, Middlesex April 26 

Coop v W Jameson ld appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from 

verdict and judgt, dated May 3, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice 

Phillimore and a special jury, Middlesex May 11 

Cryer v Wrigley & Parker Brosld appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 3, 1906, at trial before Mr 
Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex May 11 

Furniss v Cambridge Daily News ld and Taylor appln of pltff for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and ju dated May 2, 1906, at trial 
before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex May 15 

Horncastle v The Equitable Life Assce Soc of the United States appln 
of pltffs for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 
May 10, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Walton and a special jury, 
Middlesex May 19 

McManas v Fortescue & Branson appln of deft for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 14, 1906, at trial before Mr 
Justice Phillimore and a special jury, Middlesex May 22 

Ward v Green appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated May 16, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Phillimore and 
a special jury, Middlesex (to be heard early in sittings) May 24 

Smith (Wife, &c, trading as Dickenson & Co) v Sheard In of deft for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated y 11, 1906, 
at trial before Mr Justice Bray and a jury, West Derby Division of the 
County of Lancaster May 25 

Port Talbot Ry and Docks Cov Thomas appln of deft for judgt or new 
trial on on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 5, 1906, at trial before 
Mr Justice A T Lawrence and a special jury, Glamorgan May 26 

Tipping (Spinster) v Jepson appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated May 14, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice 
Bigham and a common jury, West Derby Division of the County of 
Lancaster May 28 

Hughes v Price ld appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated May 17, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice Bray 
and a special jury, West Derby Division of the County of Lancaster 
May 30 

Sieaaliens: v Birch & Cold appln of defts for judgt or new trial on appl 
from verdict and judgt, dated May 30, 1906, at trial before Mr Justice 


Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex June 2 
FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1906. 


Exhibits and Trading Co ld v Goderich Co ld appl of pitff from 
order of Mr Justice Sutton, dated April 25, 1906 (s o not before July 2) 
May 8 

Pim Nelson & Sons ld v The Nelson Line (Liverpool) 1d (Commercial 
Court) appl of defts from refusal of Mr Justice Bigham, dated May 30, 
1906 (advanced by order) May 31 * 

1905. 

The United States Shipping Co v The Empress Assce Corpn of plti 
from order of Mr Justice Bigham, dated Aug 1, 1905 (Aes he 31, 
1906) Aug 3 roa 


National Steam Shipping Co and The Hollund Steamship Co v The 
Bristol Steam Navigation Co ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Walton, dated May 3, 1906 eard May 8 Same v Same 
of defts from order of Mr J Bigham, dated May 25, 1906 May 

Pearson v Willcock spp of pltff from order of Justices Kennedy and 
A T Lawrence, dated May 15, 1906 May 29 

The King v Colwyn Bay Urban District Council (ex | ae Ward) appl of 
Colwyn Urban District Council from order of Justices Darling and 
Channell, dated May 12,1906 May 26 

In the Matter of an appln for a writ of Prohibition and in the Matter of an 
Arbitration under the Agricultural Holdi (England) Acts, 1883 to 
1900 Joseph Cundall (Tenant) v Sir W E Vavasour (Landlord) 
of the tenant from order of Justices Ridley and Darling, dated May 17, 


1906 May 30 
Nicholls & Clark ld v Smith and Wife appl of deft from onler of Mr 





or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dat 
trial before Mr Justice Ridley and a special jury, Birmingham’ April 11 









| 





Justice Buckley, dated May 22, 1906 June 2 
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In re The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. 
From County Courts. 


1906. 
Smith vy Urmson & Thompson ld appl of respt from award of County 
Court (Oldham) dated Feb 8,1906 March 1 
Brooks v Linly Colliery Co ld’ appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Nottinghamshire, Nottingham), dated Feb 15,1906 March 7 (so 
to communicate with C C J) 
Mills v Waddington appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Middlesex, Bow), dated March 6, 1906 April 11 
Darlington v Roscoe & Sons appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Lancashire, Leigh), dated April 27, 1906 May 10 
Ryan v R & W Hawthorn Leslie & Oo ld appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Durham, Jarrow-on-Tyne), dated May 1, 1906 May 18 
Thompson v W & T Avery ld appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Yorkshire, Leeds), dated May 4, 1906 May 23 
W Thornton & Sons v James McArthur appl of respt from award of 
County Court (Lancashire, Liverpool), dated May 4, 1906 May 24 
spell v West Ham Gas Co opp! of applicant from award of County 
Court (Surrey, Croydon), dated May 8, 1906 May 28 
Wrott v Trustees for the Undertakers of the Navigation of 
the Rivers Aireand Calder appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Yorkshire, Goole), dated May 15, 1906 May 31 
Bagnall v Levenstein ld appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Lancashire, Liverpool), dated May 21,1906 Junel 


N.B.—The above List contains Chancery, Palatine, and King’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals, &c, set down to June 2, 1906 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lire IntEREsTs, AND Po.icres OF ASSURANCE. 


Mesers. H. E. Foster & Cranrrecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 814) of the 
above-named Interests at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thured ursday Jast, when the 


fol Lots were Sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being £7 7302: 
LIFE INTERESTS: £ 
In £4,115 14s. 4d. Aad Console... ove ooo ove seo +. Sold 2,200 
In a sum of £12 oe ove - ove ove » 1,620 
In €1,046 14s. ind ¢ Consolidated Stock ... ° oe ” "200 
REVERSION toabout£710 .. ww.  .. . oo : * 180 
POLICIES of ASSURANCE: 
For £1,000 os ne ee oe *"o» 450 
For £2,500 ove a = eo = weep 2,200 
For £900 . i 452 








Winding-up Notices. 

London Gasette.—Fripay, June 29. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liarep 1x Cuanorry. 

ee Seas, 2 a or : up, Pr d we F: 9, di : ted to be 
10. o, Mees in, solors or petners, ie f egpenting 

the above-named not later than six o’clock in the afternoon of July , 
Canter Beorners (Mancuester), Limirep—Creditors are required, on or he July 17, 

to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to George 

Lawson, 14, Brown st, Manchester. Tucker & Co, Manchester, 


liq 
— bene r= Co, Luarzp—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 11, to send their 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to to Samuel Greer, 17, 
po ety st. JB&F Panhem, tt st, solors for liquidator 
Dervonsurer Motor awp Crciz Co, Limitep—Creditors are a. on or before July 31, 
to fo bake oe addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to T G 


Parkin, 36, 
Exrrorivc Laxp axp Mixerats Co, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or before Au % 





ors i0F 


} to send “e-- . ccs. and —- particulars of their debts ad yy Ro 
impson, Copthall Co, Throgmorton av, solors for liq ioe. 
This notice refers to the a i 


Company registered in 2 England in 1994, and does not affect the 

Exploring Land and Minerals Co, es recently registered in Rhodesia 
Hor & Haruererz, Loarep peony on or before July 16, to send their 
—_ * and the partiouiars a their debts, to Frederic Harold Sully, 19 and 


21, Queen 
Jonx E Crarx Linitep—Peta f une 28, directed to be heard 
July 10. Mackrell & Ward, Walbro, for! ‘for Mille Maller Cambridge solor for petners. 
Notice of later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon 


Mt daly 9 appearing must 
Nive Exrrorarioxs, la are required, on or before July 11, to send their 
names and Joseph Pasfield, Palmerston House, 34 Broad st 
Rep asp Wuairz hy Goitp Mixixa Co,1 Lauitrep - Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 12, to send their names and addresses mv ly of tneir debts or claims, 
ars —— for - 
: een England in 1899, and does not affect the 
Red and White Rose Gold Mining Co, Limited, recently registered in 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, July 3 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Laurrep 1s Cuancery. 
ALpzetT mezanes, Liurrzep—Creditors are required, on or before July 28, to send in their 
— addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Edward Hart, 


Avtoscors, Limitev —Creditors on or before Aug 7, to send their names and 
addresses, and x) mae ee ¢ of theis debta. or claims, to Tom ‘Walton, Canada chmbrs, 
ster, solor to liquidatorg 
Bussrou Inommoxoeny awp = = Co, Liuirxp ~ Creditors are requ uired, on 
or before July 21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of ir debts 
or Gains, to Gwilym Arnold Evans. Firw4 Offices, Mountain Ash 








Barrisn Tranevaat azp Gexvnar Fisaxctar Co, ’Limirep—Creditors are required, on 
om belore Aug 16, to send their names and addresses, und the rticulars of their debts 
or to Ji , Blomfield amy OS » London wall & 


, Lanrran— Oreditors are connie’, on or before Aug 12, to send their 
a ¢ particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Robert 


Goww Coast Exrvoation axp Travixe Co, Lauitzp—Petn for winding up, presented 














cmos, directed’ to be heard July 17, Lawrence & Co, Cornhill, wows tor a for 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the atten 
of July 16 





Jouw H Waker, Loutrep (in Vo_cuntary omaeemaeae)— Cuetiene are r One 
before Aug 11, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of “their a debts g 





claims, to John Henry Walker, Regent Lodge, Headingley, Leeds. 
solor to liquidator 
Moxteace anp GENERAL Investment Co, Lim1tep—Creditors are required, on or 
July 31, to send their names and addresses to Joseph Pasfield, Palmerston ome 
1d Broad st 











Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Ciarm. 


London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, June 19. 

Baker, James, Plymouth Augié Elworthy & Co, Plymouth 
BaronE.or, Grorcz Beeruam, Esher July 31 Batchelor & Batchelor, Outer Temi 
on ExizaBeTH Boruase, Plymouth Aug7 Wilson, Plymouth 

Beagry, Frank, Leeds July 31 Bowling & Sons, Leeds 
Bonen, Watter, Mickleover, Derby Aug1 Smith & Bostock, Derby 
CARSWELL, THOMAS og Beaumaris, Anglesey ~~ 81 Tucker & Co, Manchester 
Cary, Marcaret Mary, Torquay suly 20 Dymond, Exeter 
Couz, Janz, Newbury, Berks Aug1 jayton & Co, Lancaster pl, Stand 
Deag.ove, Mary Ann, -w-e€ Augl Cook & —, Scarborough 
Dow ine, James, Jewin st Aug & Co, Rood In 
GrirriTHs, Frorence Susan, Fontypost AX 10 Watkins & Co, Pontypool 
HaRvey, Ebenezer, Northampton Jul Howes & Co, Northampton 
Hrron, Taomas, Gt Lever, Bolton, Oil t July 31 Balshaws, Bolton 
James, Witt1amM Henry, Maxton, Dover July 27 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
Jonzs, Evan, B: , Carnarvon, oe none gael July 1 Davies & I ones, Carnarya 
Kirxsy, Davip WILuI1AM, u, Merioneth ag? — Plymouth 
Lovatt, Lucy, Southport a 23 “Wilmot & Hose, bo — 
Maxgstanp, Joun, nm July 21 Wright Co, Leamington 
Oxpsvry, Epwarp, Knightoo, Radnor, Grocer July 16 Green & Nixson, Knighton 
OsposyeE, Grorce, Kidderminster Ji uly 28 Ivens & Co, Kidderminster 
cutee K, x, Cuantgs, Tunbridge Wells, Corn Merchant July 25 Andrew & Chel, 


Pracock, Josepx Ranaer, Tunbridge Wells, Grocer July 25 Andrew & Cheale, tw 
bri idge Wells 


Price, Ricnarp. Coleham, Shrewsbury, Builder July31 GR &C E Wace, Shrewsbuy 

Rounp, Jouy, Netherton, Dudley, Miner July 14 Davies, Netherton, Dudley 

Rowpen, WILLIAM JAMES, Upavon,Wilts, Farmer July 13 Dixon, Pewsey, Wilts 

SANDERSON, West Janes, Sheffield Aug 31 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Taytor, Henry Epwarp, Barnes Augl1 Martelli, Staple inn 

Varvey, Mary, Southsea July 31 Hobbs & Brutton, ortsmouth 

VERNON, Joun’ Nicuot, Gracechurch st, Ship Broker July 31 Barnes & Bemul 
Finsbury circus 

Wuitetece, Ricnarp, Lymm, Chester, Grocer July 23 Ridgway, Warrington 

WIi1aMson, CuristopHer, Edgware rd, Draper July 31 Hughes, Edgware rd 

Woopxovuse, Wiiu1am, Norwich, 8 on July16 Rackham, Norwich 

Wokrrotk, Any, Brotherton, Yorks uly 25 Foster & Co, Pontefract 


London Gazette.—Faipay, June 22. 
Auten, Grorace, Farringford, Sutton, Sutrey July 31 GH Allen, Farringford, Suta 
Beacu, Bensamin, Steeles rd, Haverstock Hill July 26 Carr, Gt Tower st 
Bewick, Saran, Btockstield on Tyne, Northumberland July 31 Mather & Dickima, 
upon 
Binzp, Javz Warbeck rd Uxbridge rd July18 Ffooks & Douglas, Sherborne, Dorset 
Burrows, Bexsamin Groncz, Bagshot, st, Walworth July 23 Adams, Victoria st 
Capper, SARan, Warwick rd, Kensington’ 7, 31 Ramsden & Co, Leadenhall st 
CARRUTHEBS, THomAs, Margate June 30 JC & R Weddell, Berwick a Tweed 
CHAMBERLAIN, CAROIANE SuEw, Redland, Bristol Sept 29 Hobbs, Bristol 
Coz, Epwarp, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, Fish Merchant J uly 20 Southwell & fh, 
Saxmundham 


Cooke, Cuarites Wittiam, Spondon, Derby Aug 11 Smith & Bostock, Derby 
Day, Czom1a Marra, —— July 18 Preston & Son, Norwich 

Eppex, Magia, Oscott, nr Birmingham July 21 —- West Birmingham 
Evans, Epuunp, Colehill, Dorset, Rush Merchant Jul: Dibben, Wimborne Minsta 
Fanriso, Epwarp Garrawairs, Victoria st July 28 Tetons & Co, Old Broad st 
Giassgy, Samvet, Newport, ag J July 30 Liddle & Heane, Newport, Salop 
Gosey, Exiza Farrs, los 5 uly 10 7 — super Mare 

Goopr, Mary, Brighton Aug r Buckwell & Co, Brighto 
Grace, Evizabets Luoyp, Tuebook, Liverpool faly 8 31 Peters, Widnes 
Gairve, Louisa, Woolwich Jul ly 30 Greene , Woolwich 

Guivritas, Ex1za Luoyp, Newport, Mon J y 21 Morgan & Co, Cardiff 

Groves, Joun, Worcester Augi Southall & Co, Cross, Worcester 

Jackson, Susan Coorer, Bournemouth July 28 Pennington & Son, Lincoln's inn fields 
Litton, Gzorce Joun Letapierz, Tengyueh, China July 31 Peake & Co, Bedfonim 
Liviyeston, Many Periez, Newcastle upon Tyne July 20 Ward, Newcastle on Tyne 
Los, CaargLes Constant, Morecambe July 20 May & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
LumspaixE, Jonny, Weston super Mare July 14 Baker & Co, Weston super Mare 
Lyyez, Gzorcx, Imington, Warwick, Grocer July 21 Hancock & Co, Shipston on Stow 
Motroy, Baerpaer, Preston, Lancs July 13 Hubberstey, Preston 

Pace, ALFRED, Nottingham July31 Fox & Manning, Nottingham 

Paoutr, Win WituaM bina Aston, nr Birmingham, Licensed Victualler July 21 Pointe 


est Birming 
ea Emity, Bramham gdns, South Kensington July 20 Biddle & Co, Aldermmr 


ury 
Piompree, Francis Henry, Kingsteignton July 81 Lovell & Co, Gray’s inn sq 
PaRess_e, Broan James. View Bi. whig? Sgt Aug 15 Davey, Essex st, Strand 


Paicuarp, WituramM, W 4 James & James, Wrexham 
RICHARDS, Pas meg Hewry, mee Wee Gudea Aug 18 Thursfield & Messita, 
Reomaen, © queues Snevits, Workington, Cumberland July 14 Crerar & Mason, Wott 
Suiru, aston Tweedmouth, Berwick on Tweed July 23 Smith, Berwick on Tweed 
Smith, Berwick on Tw 
, Sussex July 19 Thomas 
ery In 
Srevenson, Exwest Geonaz Boor, Chesterfield, Bookmaker July 21 Black & Marshall 
Chesterfield 


Sroxes, Hawnan, Cheltenham Aug3 Ticehursts & Co, Sheltenham 
Sraouts, Guomotxa, Doddington, nr Sittingbourne Aug 1 Willson & Norman, Arusid 




























Suiru, CaTHERine, Tweedmouth, Berwick on Tweed July 23 
Srevart, Rev Exyxest CARMIOBARL Mackenzix, Framfie 


Stra 
Taruisx, Mary Crorrs, Kingsworthy, nr bw ager Aug 1 Bailey & White, W: 
Tayion, Exveanor Cuanvorre, Lei rith, I t aay 31 Taylor & Co, patted 





Mawdsley & Hadfield, 
port 

Trimmer, Cuantes Epwin, Farnham Sept1 Potter & Crundwell, Farnham 

Tuxweou., Ronert O.iver, Heaton Moor July 21 Dixon & Co, Manchester 

Tonner, ‘domme Henny, Birmingham, B Beer ler July 31 Reynolds & James, 


B % 

Vivian apenas, Ritherdon rd, Upper Tooting July 31 Smith & Ellis, Theo Theobad’s 
G row 

Wacno.ven, Boiromon, Kin 

Waxvo-Bipyuonr, Fuanciw 


Tuorxtos, James Pansons,. douthport,” Physician Aug 1 
South; 















upon Hull, Jeweller July 20 Williamson, Hull 
ICHARD, Brighton July 24 Box, Gt James st, Bedford 1 











Pet. 
Qurtis, 
Co, 
Mansa, 
Bloc 
u 









Duter Temp 


Manchester 
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ton 
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pw & Chek 
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ar 
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zton 
erd 


well & Ph, 
by 
LT 
orne Minster 


ad st 
op 


In’s inn fields 
, Bedford m1 


ws on Btow 


y 21 Point, 
o, Aldermar 


n sq 
nd 


n 

| & Meesitey 
[ason, Work 
Tweed 

ick on Two 
19 Thomas 
: & Marshall 


nan, Arundd 


Winches 
So, Bred 
&’ Hadfiel, 


5 & Tomes 
heobad’s 1, 


a 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





[Vol. 50.] 603 





July 7; 1906. 











Wrixie, t” , Marylebone rd Aug3 Duffield & Co, New Broad st Heavey, Many Janz, Manchester Ji 

ty RE Menst, Rushden, No: ~~! J 21. Simpson & Mason poe, 5 Rushden | Houuixcsworrs Wnesem, Wood Green Ji 
Ss, Wim Jonny, East Ham, Barge Builder Jul ¥6 76 N Houimes, Marta Baran Dover Ji 
Witsox, Hannan Eastnewoop, Elloughton, Yorks July 21 eer oa Hupsow, Marta ANNE, 
Warcnt, Ewe, Bicton, Salop July 20 Morgan, earewbary J —. See Sa Tee oy ty 

Gasette.—Turspay, June , Fran Waldershare, mr 
, Newcastle on Tyne July 27 WE & AD Annan, Glasgow Lesiiz nae Lang Keynsham, 
— oo a z ul Ae ee wn — -y a . Loxe, Many Euizaseru, 
dlesbrou erchan‘ Parrington, Middlesbro 

Baas, Brows, Md sae red Baosex July 31” Griffith, & Co Br vet | Marrinsox, Joms, Weaste, Lancs July 28 Dutton, Manchester 
Bruxspen, Axy Izs, Highworth, Wilts Futy 31 Elwell & Son, Highworth —_ REDERIC ° aon, Oompayns gains, 
Bust, Frepenicx, Tresco, Swai Dorset Augi0 Beavan, 8 Gin, Hanes oaaan beueel 


nage, 
Byya, Hon n Canoes LOUisA, Gt Culverden, 
Tunbri 


We 
Camere, WILuiaM, 
Cour THERINE, 
qeaca, Farpenicr OUARLES, Gt Queen st July 17 


Esauz, Axx, Shirland rd, Paddington July 21 
Bl ary 8q 

Evereic, EuizaseTH Mary, 
Bedford row 


Ropert, Disley, Chester Au; 
ae Io E.izaBETH Ganz, Doniford, Watchet, Somerset 
Gneaves, SAMUEL, Sheffield July 16 * Machen, Sheffield 


Hau, Water Hick, Hexham, Northumberland July 21 Stewart, Newcastle upon 
le, Crown ct, Old Broad st 


re 


Hagpixe, Gzorce May, o_o July 31 Nighti 
Harrison, GEORGE Kina, Hagley, Worcester July 31 
Hawraey, Henny Courtenay, Windsor Aug1 Arnould 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gaze'te.—Turspay, June 26. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Autay, Amos, Rastrick, nr Halifax, Insurance Agent 
Halifax Pet June21 Ord June 21 

Banker, WitiiaM Vickers, Lincoln, Teilor Lincoln Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 

Brray, Joun FREDERICK, Gt Grimsby, Labourer Gt 
Grimsby Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Bioomsenc, Francis NATHANIEL, Mare st, Hackney, Boot 
Manufacturer High Court Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Baeest, Katuerink <Awn, Huddersfield, Dressmaker 

udderstield Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Breuer, Jonn Henry, West Ham, Baker High Court 
Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Caisz, WALTER JAMES, awe Hants, Builder Guildford 
Pet June 23 Ord Jun: 

Croves, Epear, Hinckley, Leicester, Bone Manure Manu- 
facturer Leicester Pet June 13 Ord June 23 

Cones, Mornis, Land 


rt, Hants, Draper Portsmouth 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
Cauypau,, A E B, Clement’s inn, Strand, Estate Agent 
High Court Pet March 5 Ord June 21 


Dvuyoouss, Husert Ernest VALENTINE, Norwood, Surrey 
roydon Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
Exrninstox, Avex, Shaftesbury ay HighCourt Pet May 


29 Ord June 22 
Frayk & Soy, Ne m Butts, Wholesale Tobacconists 
High Court Pet May 14 Ord June 22 
GsocnEGan, CATHERINE, Camden rd High Court Pet 
tch 22 Ord June 22 
Hircucox, Wi.u1am Simpson, Argyll st, Regent st, Blouse 
ufacturer High Court Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
Hour, Mowry, Guildford, Painter Guildford Pet June 21 
Ord June 21 
Horxixs, Ricuarp, Ferndale, Glam, Waggon Repairer 
Pontypridd Pet June 22 Ord June 2: 
Jackson, ALyreD BowpEN, Weston 4 Crouch End, 
Builders - oo Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
Jupp & Co, t Andrew’s hill, Doctors Commons, 
Advertiing put High Court Pet May 29 Ord 
Kersuaw, Joun Wiiiiam, amare Auctioneer Halifax 
June 21 Ord June 21 
Maxweut, Exror, & Moors, St Paul’s churchyard 
Advertising Agents High Court Pet May 22 Ord 


Punckygy, ALFRED Assotr, Southend on Sea, Furniture 
Pas Chelmsford Pet Feb9 Ord March 19 
or, Waurer, Three Cocks, Brecon, Builder Hereford 
Rs Pet June 22° Ord June 22 
VENSDALE, Joun, Chesterfield, Doty, +5 Butcher’s 
Ri Chesterfield Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
CHMOND, Amos, Nottingham, Labourer Notthaghasn Pet 
June 21 Ord June 21 
Scurr, dmg be , Brighton, Architect Brighton Pet 
PT ty Prrer ec Cheetham, Manchester, Cap Dealer 
8 Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
ita, Caries Victor, Tunbridge Wells, Corn Merchant 
Sumpene, Baucnts Hanley, Seaton, Clehice “ant Pet 
AMUEL, ey, jothier 'e 
May * Ord June 22 ~ 
& Co, E W, Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, 
High Court Pet June2 Ord June at 
Faepgxick Waitenran, Scarborough, Wholesale 
Ww t Scarborough Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
teeta, Ronaar, Rhayader, Radnor, Plumber New- 
town Pet June 23 Ord June 22 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 22: 

Freveriox Wittiam, Walsall, Grocer 

une 19 Ord June 19 

RECEIVING ORDERS RESCINDED 


Cuntis, Henay, The Adjustable Cover and Boiler Block 


Co, Friar st, Reading Reading Rec Urd May 11 


H, Honacn as. The Adiuable Cover and Boiler 


Wiusox, 


Cuxsitme, 


Pet J be 


Tunbridge Wells ‘Aug % s Andrew & Cheale, 
Pinchbeck, nr Spalding, Farmer July 31 La & Son, Spalding 
Williton, Somerset July 14 Joyce & Co, Willi 

 Parlament. st 
Welman & Sons, Southampton st, 
Chetwynd rd, Highgate rd July 23 Moggridgée, John st, 
Fantsn, Eowarp GagTuwaite, Holme Cultram, Cumberland July 28 Norton & Co, Old 


18 Sidebotham, Manchester 


Porter, Epwix Tuomas, 
eee =~ JAMES, 
erfoot, nr 
ome _ Wi 


's ct, 


July 21 Joyce & Co, Williton 


Tunniouirr, Josern, North st, 
WARRINGTON, 


& Sons, Stourbridge 
Son, New ct, Lincoln’s inn 











FIRST MEETINGS. 

ane, Y— —_  eemneee g Sead 4at12 Off Rec, 
144 Newport, M 

| Recents, te Henry, Uttoaeter ¢ ny _ 4at2 Off Rec, 

’ st, 

BatrersHaut, Henry Joux, St Devon 
Dealer July5 at 11 Off 1 nny “ter, a 
mou 

Bensamix, Rosert, Shirenewton, Mon, Farm Labourer 
a at 11 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 


Benson, ALpHonseE, Laurence Pountney hill, Financial Agent 
July 6at11 Bankru bldgs, Carey st 

Bremuer, Joun Henry, West Ham, Baker July 10 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Conen, Morris, Landport, Portsmouth, Draper July 5 at 
8 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High 'st, Portsmou! 

Comerrorp, WiniFRED, Penzance, Fancy Dealer July 5 at 
12 Off Rec, wen st, Truro 

Craunpatt, A E B. Clement’s inn, Sent, Estate Agent 
July 6 at 12 Bankruptcy bid, oor 





FFE, James Lawrence, Duki “id, Cheshire July 4 
at3 Off Rec, Huard st, a Sr 
Dousgrans, Axxiz, E Dressmaker a 5 at 3 


~~ Huddersfi 
Exruiyson, ‘Lore Bhahesy av July 9 atl Beshruptey 


Newington butts, to Tobacconist 
July 9 at il bldgs, 
GErOGHEGAN, nay oy nae rd July ‘0 ati1l Bank- 


ru bldgs, Carey 
Gouoar, ae eee” Ghsieat Maldon, = ae Dairy Manager 
y4dat2 
Grauam, Wiit1am, Thursby, Cumberiand, Farmer July 9 
at3 Off Ree, 34, mae 6 oe 
Hawrnorn, Frank, Streatham High nd, Siationer July 6 
at 12.30 132, York rd, Westminster 
Hrrcncockx, WiLL1AM Siursox, Argyll st, Regent st, Blouse 
Mauufacturer July9at12 Bankru; bldgs, Carey st 
Hurt, Avsert per Navestock, Licensed 
Victualler Jul he at 2 Shirehall, Chelmsford 
J a ae —. rupley bi rag _— End, Builder 
y 9 at 2. st 
Jones, WILLIAM, , Carmarthen, Miller July 
7 at 12.30 [Of Rac, 4, Queeh en 


Jupp & Co, F rew’s hill, Doctors’ Commons, 
Advertising Agents July 4 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Kwieut, Ricwarp gate, St James’ 
Chemist July 4 at 11 ptey bldgs Carey st 
Lracuman, Epwarp Ciaupe, Southwood Lodge, Hi 
June 4at12 Bankru Carey st 
Maxwewt, Eusot, & St Paul’s churchyard, 
Advertising ts Taly” 10 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, my 3 


Morean, Jonx, Liansamlet, Swansea, Grocer July 5 at 
P eg p—- tes, 31, Alene ecient July 
OLLITT, ARTHUR, 
4at2.30 Off Reo, Byrom st, 
Rawson, Cperane Harvey Doncaster, Joiner July 16 at 
sandeep? it Reo, F ‘in, Sheffield 

ANDRY, Faeperick Isumar., Swansea, Company Managing 

Director July 5 at 12.30 Off Rec, a Adeeassion ott 


- , York, Tailor July 4 at 10.30 
. Butcher July 9 at 2.30 Off Rec, 


Sisxsortom, Josera, Ardwick, Manchester, Pork Butcher 
July 5at3 Off Reo, Byrom st, st, Manchester 

Suitn, CHar.es Vioron, Tunbridge Wells, Wells, Corn Merchant 
July 4 at 1 H Murton-Neale, 29, Mount 
leasant, Tun Wells 


bridge 
8 J I , Blackburn, Photogra! 
ey ey at OR Reo, ia Gel a, 


Preston 
Srernenson, Amevia Exizapetn, Bi 
Dealer July dat 11 191, 
Taomwrson, ALueRt Epwarp, 


Sooruery, JaMEs, 
Off Reo, 


7, 
Scort, James, 
34, 


Tailors July Sat 7) Bankrwu 


Jeweller 





k 
11 Reso June 14 6. Ante ie 


at ll Off Reo, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 
Wanner, Aunert, Salford, Lanes, 
Off Reo, Byrom st, 


fn Ry 
Newton Abbot, iene June : i 


Fount, Saran, Liverpool es 16 Read & wth ty 
Quicerx, Epwarp STepHEn, Li 
Stacksteads, Lancaster, 


——-. Hasniet GRoRGIANA Canrant! Duchessa 7g hadi Ra pl Aug7 Fladgate & 


Charing Cross 
SHarpr, Many, Hull Sept 1 poor, Chesterfield, ‘Derby Docknakee yaa? ie Hull 
STEVENSON, Ernest Grorce Boot, Chesterfield, Derby, Bookmaker 


Sroressury, Wim, Deptford, ry Ag Aug 
8wirt, James, South Nutfield, Seow 


bd ~ Watrrer a one July 81° 8p 
ILLIAMS, WILLIAM, Grangetown, Y. orks, Haier 81 
Wixson, Ropert, Harome, Yorks, Labourer 

WInTERBOTHAM, ExizaseTu, Hyde, 











































































West Hampstead, Surgeon Dentist July 
rd, Anerley July 31 ae 


ee a a ae on 


» Dorset Augil Andrews & Co, Wi 


Black & 


oe Pegs Sons Chaney a 
iy 2 ig re 8 Berjeants ’ inn 
ly 24 Oia Sere Sanit & Bee, Gl Gloucester 
Preston. 


ee 


W: Freperick WaitTeneaD, Scarborough, Wholesa 
“ion “aga 74, New ‘borough, 


Yaxrey, Grorce, July 4at 12.30 Off Rec, 


orwi 
Your. BERT, Barnsley Yorks, Draper July 4 at 10 

Off 7, Regent st, ‘Barnsley 

ADJUDICATIONS. 
Autay, Amos, Rastric’ Halif Insurance Agent 
_ —— Pet Sexe Ord June 21 . 
ARKE! OHN CHARLEs, 
Leeds Pet March 27 Ord June 22 —— 


Basxer, Witt14m Vickers, Lincoln, Tailor Lincoln Pet 


June 22 Ord June 22 
Berry, Joun Feepseicxk, Gt Grimsby, Labourer Gt 
Pet June 20 Cees 


Breese, 
udd 


Breuer, Jonn Henry, West Ham, 


Pet June 22 June 22 
Brown, Frepericx Watrer, Berm: . Label Manu- 
facturer Court Pet June 5 June 21 
Browx, Witrrip, Newton ‘Abbot. Deven, 
_ - Pet June 15 Ae. —_ oo a, aie 
vane, Rupert Rez, Bites ho, Daget Solici 
High Court eng 23 Ont June 7 
Carne, Water James, Lindford, Headley, Hants, Builder 
Guildford Pet June 2 Ord June 23 


Frepericx Witu1am, Waleall, Grocer Walsall 
Pet June 19 Ord June 20 


Cons, Morar Portsmouth 

Ria a 

es ee Hastings Pet May 30 Ord 
une 1 


Fietpixe, — Hanley, Paper Dealer Hanley Pet 


me. B. May 31 June 23 on 
Pearsoy, Stanks, nr Leeds, Proprietor 
“Leeds BP Pet May 30 Ord June 16 
Hancreaves, Apert Epwarp Boot Dealer 
Blackburn Pet June 16 “Ord June 23 


Hopkins, Henry, Marine Store Dealer Scar- 
Pet May 23 June 19 
Horxixs, Glam, 


CHARD, 
Pet 


une 22 
Kersuaw, Jouxn WI Auctioneer Halifax 
Pet June2i Ord Jane ane 


Kiuser, Quixtiuran Hosxen Fowkes Gt 
te st Court Pet sian yw 
vey, Hewry, eisbaden ewington, 
Factor High Court Pet May 10 Ord June 20 
ey ILLIAM Newcastle upon 
Grocer Newcastle upon Tyne Pet June 1 “Ord 
June 23 


Mresmmen, Seemae, Ldverpel, Juedier Liverpool Pet 


Moone, Dees Tees, ae ty yy 
My BR, --h ', Pet +S pineal e 

ous, 3 —_ Pet May 1 Ord 
Puce Waren, Velindre, Builder 

Huted Rites Othe 
Ra nF Pork Butcher's Manager 
Ricuaaps, Saeneiiene Jemeat inn, Strand, 

Solicitor High Court Pet 2 Ord June 2 
Ricumonp, Amos, N 


Simansky, Perer Manchester, Cab Dealer 
ee ae Ap 
rra, Josera Towa 
Maker Black ae 5 Ord Jume 21 


Pet 
Welseen Game Grosvrvoa, 





at 
Wanker, Samvuan, Stockport, Cheshire, Engineer July 6_ | Worruina Rosgar, Rh 
town Pot June 


ort | 


July 5 at 2.90 | | Warieut, Unaan 


Court Pet April 34 Ord June 
Searborough, Fruiterer 
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Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 22: 
Rawsoy, Cuartzes Harvey, Doncaster, Joiner Sheffield 
Pet June 18 Ord June 18 


London Gasette,—Friway, June 29, 
RECEIVING O&DERS 


Baxer, Davin, Redditch, Worcester, Clothier Birmingham 
Pet June7 Ord June 25 

Bex, Frank, Land Rey, Devon Barnstaple Pet June 26 
Ord June 26 

Best, Tuomas, Gillingham, Kent, Watchmaker Rochester 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Brack, Harry, New London st, Fenchurch st, Wine Mer- 
chant High Court Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Catvert, Jonn Wii11am, Pickering, Yorks, Boot Maker 
Searborough Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Cooke, Joux, Kentchurch, Hereford, Farmer Hereford 
Pet June 26 Ord June 23 

Crovcs, James Lzonarp, Basinghall st, Surveyor High 
Cou:t Pet April 27 Ord June 25 


Dix, A.sert Joux, Cardiff, Engineer Cardiff Pet June 9 

Ora Jane 26 

Drepce, Isapei Janz, Croydon, Licensed Victualler 
Croydon fet May 31 Ord June 26 

Durpare, Vernon, Sou hsea, Hants, Brewer’s Clerk Ports- 
mouth PetJunev5 Ord June 25 

Exton, Epwis ‘lnomas, Lincoln, Licensed Victualler 
Lincoin Pet Junex6 Ord June 26 

Gisss, Sipngy Wittiam, Chariwood, Surrey, Builder 
Croydon Pet May15 (rd June 26 

Growns, Witu1am, Headcorn, Kent, Builder Maidstone 
Pet June 25 Ord Jane 25 

Hanns, Miss, Dover st, Piccadilly, Spinster High Court 
Pet May 5 Ord June 26 

Hincuuirez, James Frep, Penistone, Joiner Barnsley 
Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Hiscock, Witu1am L, Beckenham, Farmer Wandsworth 
Pet — 21 Ord June 26 

Horwsy, Hexry, Preston, Lancs, Coachbuilder Preston 


Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
Hvenes, Witi14m, Bangor, Pork Butcher Bangor Pet 
June 27 Ord June v7 


Ingparz, Carus, Wharfe Banks, Tadcaster, Yorks, 
Postman York Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Jexxins, Davip Jouy, Aberavon, Grocer Neath Pet June 
27 Ord June 27 

McGuire, Joux, Kingston upon Hull, Bricklayer Kingston 
upon Hull Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Matrnews, Agtuvur Crook, Ariingham, Glos, Butcher 
Gioucester Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Mitiwoop, Joux, Mexborough, Yorks, Cabinet Maker 
Sheffield Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Moopy, Tomas, Edmonton, Fiormst Edmonton Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 

Moztex, Rowianp, Leeds, Confectioner Leeds Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 

Myzrs, Frepericx, Runcorn, Chester, Ship Chandler 
Warrington Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Oaxes, O Wititovcnsy, Reading Reading Pet June 7 
Ord June 25 


PzstExri£.p, Joux Wru1am, Lofthouse Gate, nr Wake- 
, Colliery Labourer Wakefield Pet June 26 Ord 
, June 26 - - ; 
STTIGROVE, WILLIAM Tuomas, Langley, Worcester, Grinder 
West Bromwich Pet June 25 ‘Ord June 25 
Powg.L, Gzouce, Higher Broughton, Salford, Lanes, 
Grocer Saiford Pet June2i Ord June 26 
Ricuanps, Wie Exuis, Little Elm, nr Frome, Licensed 
Victualler Frome Pet June25 Ord June 25 
Wolverhampton, Yeast Merchant 
Pet June 25 Ord June 
Rosixsos, Witt1am Joux, Twickenham, Engineer Brent- 
ford PetJune25 Ord June 25 
Samener, Puitir, Longton, Staffs, Licensed Victualler 
Stoke upon Trent Pet June27 Ord June 27 
oom f pears, Potniane, Bristol Bristol Pet June 25 


une 

Sroxzes, Tuomas, Tabernacle st, Carpet Planner High 
Court Pet June 27 Ord June 27 " 

Swixx & Co, W C, Manchester, Merchants Manchester 
Pet May 31 Ord June 27 

Taylor, Ame.ia, Milnrow, Lancs Rochdale Pet June 12 

T Jame Ottery © 

'AYLOR, James, it Mary, Devon, Miller Plymouth 
Pet June 6’ Ord June 27’ 68 

> W, Croydon Croydon Pet May 7 Ord 

une 


Texsext, Water, John’s yd, Lisson grove, Cab Proprietor 
igh Court Pet June 25" Ord June 25 ppl 
Tuomas, Daviv, Shwt, Bettws, mr Aberkenfg, Glam, 
Greengrocer Cardiff Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
Torooscuiz, Tuomas, Moss Side, Manchester, Foreign 
Correspundent Salford Pet June 25 Ord June 25 
Watper, Tuouas Joux, Hastings, Timber Merchant 
Pet — 26 = June 26 
EGE BEET, Kingston u Hull, Joiner 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June 26 Ord June 26 
Waenres, Jaurs, Newton Abbot, 
Exeter Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
Wirsox, Pency, Lincoln, Milk Seller Lincoln Pet June26 
Ord June 26 
- Fg be or mea BESCINDED. 
ayzeR, Major, Uni ‘orces Club, Piccadilly High Court 
Bec Ord May 22 Resc June 26 . So 
FIBST MEETINGS. 
Bazxez, Wii.1am Vickers, Lincoln, Tailor July 10 at 
11s Rec, 31, bilver st, Lincoln 
wae wy € , Dorset, Builder July 10 at 2 


Rosixeox, Henry, 
Wolverhampton 


; Fillingham 
ty chmbrs, “atherine st, Salie 
Bexsy, Jous Faevenicx, Gt Grimsby, Labourer July 7 at 
St Mary's chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 
Bast, Tuomas, Gil , Kent, Watchmaker July 9 at 
11.20 115, High st, Rochester 
Brioompese, Feancis Naruanizi, Mare st, Hackney, Boot 


Manufacturer July 12 at 1 Bankru bldgs, Carey st 
Borigs, Cuasire Joux, Gt Yarmouth, A ron July 9 


a ag" —o8 5 ut, Norwich 
ALVert, Jous Wiiiiam, ing. Yorks, Bootmake: 
July'9 at 420 Of Pier. Yorke Searboreugh 





Croves, Epaar, Hinckley, Leicester, Bone Manure Manu- 
facturer July 9at12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Cotzmax, Wituiam. Hi July 17 at 2,30 County 


Court Office, 24, Cambri rd, Hast: 

Cooxe, Jonny, Kentehurch, Hereford, Farmer July 10 at 10 
2, Offa st, Hereford 

CorpweELL, Tom Henry, Cainscross, nr Stroud, Glos, Brewer 
July 7 at 11 Off Kec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Crovcs, Jauzs Lroyakp, Basinghall st, Surveyor July 12 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Downy, Grorat Henry, Chepstow, Mon, Builder July 9 at 
12 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

Dvxe, Arrnur, Andover, Hants, Cycle Agent July 10 at 
lz Off Ree, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Duxcompz, Hupest Ernest Vacentine, Selhurst rd, 
a duly 9at 1130 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge 

Dupree, Vernon, Southsea, Clerk July 9 at 3 Off Rec, 
Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Eames, Joun, Shop Isat, Groeslon, Llandwrog, Carnarvon, 
Grocer July 9 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 
Chester 

Exuiorr, F, Kettlebrook, Tamworth, Staffs, Builder July 
9at11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Exron, Epwin Tuomas, Lincoln, Licensed Victualier July 
10at12 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincola 

Frie.pire, Austiy, Hanley, Staffs, Paper Dealer July 9 at 
3.30 Off Kec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Growns, Witi1am, Headcorn, Kent, Builder July 11 at 11 
9, King st, Maidstone 

Harpcastiz, Gzorce, Summerbridge, Leeds, Grocer July 
16 at 11.30 Court House, Northallerton 

Hitt, Epwis James, Manchester, Tailor July9at3 Off 
Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Horxiys, Ricnarp, Ferndale, Glam, Waggon Repairer 
July 9at3 135, High st, Merthyr — 

Hupsox, Abert, Nottingham, Joiner July 10 at 11 Off 
Rec, 4, Castie pl, Park st, Nottingbam 

Trepavr, Cuaruiz, Tadcaster, Yorks, Postman July 9 at 
12.30 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Layr, H G, Orpington, Builder July 10 at 11.3) 132, 

York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Lewis, THomas Cuak.es, Portland, Dorset, Builder July 10 
at 12.45 Off Rec City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Mozury, Row.anp, Leeds, Confectioner Julyllatil Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Neat, Jouy Henay, Warminster, Wilts, Painter July 9 at 
12.15 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Oax.ry, Epwin Joun, Neyland, Pembroke, Cycle Dealer 
July 7at 12.45 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Paice, Wa.ter, Velindre, Three Cocks, Brecon, Builder 
July 10at10 2, Offa st, Hereford 

Reap, Frank Witiiam, Weymouth, Fruit Merchant July 
10 at 1.15 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Ricnarps, WiLuie Ex.is, Little Elm, or Frome, Licensed 
Victualler July 9 at 12.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
Bristol 

Ricumonp, Amos, Nottingham, Labourer July10at12 Off 
Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Rosson. Georce Lovey, Saltney. nt Chester July 9 at 
8 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Simansky, Perer Simon, Cheetham, Manchester, Cap 
Dealer July 9 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Suitn, Joseps, Bedminster, Bristol July 9 at 12.30 Off 
Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Sotomow, Jonas, and Wittiam Owen Micyzr, Liverpool, 
Cabinet Makers July 9 at 230 Off Rec, 35, Victoria 
st, Liverpool 

Tennent, Water, John’s yd, Lisson Grove, Cab 
Proprietor July 1lat11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tomas, Daviv, Shwt, Bettws, nr Aberkentig, Glam, 
Greengrocer July 10 at 16 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, 
Cardiff 

Tsomas, Toomas Wit.iam, Sunnyside, Bridgend, Glam, 
Hatter Juiy9ut3 Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Warnes, James, Newton Abbot, Devon, Tobacconist July 
1zat 10.30 Off R-c, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

WiiuaMms, Jons Henry, Princes End, Ti , Staffs, Pit 
—— July 9 at 11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, 
Dudley 

Wixsow, Percy, Lincoln, Milkseller July 10 at 12.30 Off 
Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

Weraxcuam, Wititam Henry, Falcon rd, Clapham junc, 
Provision Dealer July 9 at 1230 132, York rd, West- 
minster Bridge 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Aexanper, Louis, Central Meat Market, Smithfield High 
Court Pet May8 Ord June 25 

Baker, Davin, Redditch, Worcester, Clothier Birming- 
ham PetJune7 Ord June 25 

Bexu, Feanx, Landkey, Devon Barnstaple Pet June 26 
Ord June 24 

Best, Tuumas, Gillingham, Kent, Watchmaker Rochester 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Buock, Timotuy, Ludlow, Salop, Ironmonger Leominster 
Pet May 28 Ord June 25 

Baooxes, Tuomas Groroe, Gibson sq, Islington High 
Court Pet May 26 Ord June 26 

Buexe, Henry, Manchester, Steel Contractor Manchester 
Pet Feb7 Ord June 27 

Catvert, Jon». Wiviiam, Pickering, Yorks, Boot Maker 
Scarborough Pet Junez6 Ord June 26 

Croven, Evoas, Hinc , Leicester, Bone Manure Manu- 
facturer Leicester Pet June13 Ord June 26 

Cooxe, Jonx, Kentchurch, Hereford, Farmer Hereford 
Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Dix, A-pest Jouy, Cardiff, Engineer Cardiff Pet June 9 
Ord June 27 

Evwaups, Rosgrt, Brunswick sq, Physician High Court 
Pet May 8 Ord June 25 

Extox, Epvwin Tuomas, Lineolm, Licenged Victualler 
Lincotn Pet Jupe 26 Ord June 26 

Firseco, Wiriiam James, and Davin Hecron Morraram, 
Hooley Hill. nr Manchester, India Kubber Manu- 
[ome Ashton under Lyne Pet March 22 Ord 

une 2 

Guowns, Wittiam, Headcorn, Kent, Builder Maidstone 
Pet June 2 Ord June 25 

Hiscu.ivys, James Vrev, Penistone, Joiner Barnsley 
Pet June 27 Ord June 27 











——s 
Hornsy, Henry, Preston, Lancs, Coachbuilder Tao 
ort ue 8 "Ord June 23 meni Presta Pejane 1 
UGHES, ILLIAM, Bangor, Por’ utcher Bangor Bosway I 
- ogy = Ord June 27 ssieatnite Pet dune 
yatt, Anraur CuaB.ies, Higham Park, Essex. A 
High Oourt Pet duns 14° Ord June 26 ae Whyioe 2) 
Inepate, Cuarwi, Tadcaster, Yorks, Postman York Py ALFRED 
J => dean "ahs Gl G jie Go 
geNkins, Davip Joay, ravon am, Grocer 
and Aberavon Pet June27 Ord June 27 Neath Pet June 


Kyicut, Kicnasp, Buckingham gate, St James’ 
Chemist High Court Pet Aprii 25 Ord June = Werchan 


Lipstoxz, Ricuarp Tuomas, Queen’s cres, Haversto ParreseAaLl 
ill, Draper High Court Pet June2 Ord Junex 
McGurre, Jouy, Kingston upon Hull, Bricklayer Kingstay Yosr, Jonn 
upon Hull Pet June 25 Ord June 25 June 
Marruews, Artnor Crook, Arlingham, Glos, Butche Wasox, W 
Gloucester Pet June 25 Ord June 25 Hudders 
Mit.woop, Jonn, Mexborough, Yorks, Cabinet Make ‘Woon, Hart 
Sheffield Pet June 25 Ord June 25 Pet 
Moopy, Tuomas, Edmonton, Florist Edmonton Pet Jum 
25 Ond June 25 
Moztugy, Rowxayp, Leeds, Confectioner Leeds Pet Jum Aus, Atos 
23 June 23 ats 
Myers, Freperick, Runcorn. Chester, Ship Chanile THOD 
Warrington Pet June 25 Ord June 25 Ree, ' 
Pearce, Bensamiy, and Aveustus Hersert, Weymouth, Tu 
Dorset, Ironmongers Dorchester Pet May 18 On July ll a 
June 27 Baw, FRant 
PesteerieLp, Joun WituiAm, Lofthouse Gate, nr Wake. Barnstap 
field, Colliery Labourer Wakefield Pet June 26 On Buck, Hey 
June 26 Merchant 
Petticrove, Witt1am Taomas, Langley, Worcester, Basese, Kart 
Grinder West Bromwich Pet June 25 Ord June} wat3 C 
Powz.t, Grorez, Higher Broughton, Salford, Groce Cums, Wart 
Salford Pet June2t Ord June 27 July 11 a 
Ricwagps, Wie Ex.is, Little Elm, nr Frome, Somerset, Davenport, 
Licensed Victualler Frome Pet June 25 Ord June Works £ 
Rozinson, Henay, Wolverhampton, Yeast Merchant chmbrs, ( 
Wolverhampton Pet June 25 Ord June 25 Fann, Roser 
RosEnBerG, ABRAHAM, Victoria Park rd, Hackney, Wan Ree, 22, 
houseman High Court Pet June8 Ord June 2% BEA’ 
SampHER, Puruir, Longton, Staffs, Licensed Victualler July 11 a! 
Stoke upon Trent Fet June 27 Ord June 27 Miss 
Tennent, WALTER, John’s yd, Lisson grove, Cab Proprietor ruptey bi 
High Court Pet June 25 Ord June 25 Hupeet, P 
Tuomas, Davin, Shwt, Bettws, pr Aberkenfig, Glam, Green July lla 
grocer Cardiff Pet June 26 Ord June 26 Hor, Monts 
Torooncniz, Tuomas, Moss Side, Manchester, Foreign York id, 
Correspondent Salford PetJune 25 Ord June 27 Joszru, Taxy 
Wanpsy, Georce Rosert, Kingston upon Hull, Joiner Off 
Kingston upon Hull Pet June 26 Ord June 26 Kensuaw, Jo 
Wasrren, James, Newton Abbot, Devon, Tobacconist $0 Off 
Exeter Pet June 23 Ord June 23 laws, Han 
Wituiamson, WituiAm Otiver, and James Grong Queen’s | 
Wixuiamson, King st, West Smithfield, Provision loovs & V 
Merchants High Court Pet April19 Ord June July 13 at 


Wison, Percy, Lincoln, Milk Seller Lincoln Pet June% MoCasxie, C: 


Ord June 26 12 at 12 
01 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the atll Of 

London Gazette of June 22 : Ww 

Lysoxs, E Hicks Beacu, Kew Gardens Croydon Pé July 11 al 
March 39 Ord June 20 Mupmay, W: 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, PE nadine 
Duxcax, Guorae, Gravesend, Author Rochester Adjul July 13 a 
Nov 19, 1894 Annul June 20 Moonen, Ti 
London Gazette.—Turspay, July 3. Ree, 35, \ 
RECEIVING ORDERS. Oaxgs, Oxve 


Baker, Tuomas Henry, Manchester York Pet June$ 
Ord June 29 PRSTERYIELD, 


Batsnaw, Epwarp Ernest, Margate, School Proprietor a] Col 
Canterbury Pet June 30 Ord June 89 ter, 
Barcue or, Evaene, Southampton, Fish Merchant South lanes, im 
ampton Pet June28 Ord June 28 tay = ' 
Bay1is, Grorer, Redditch, Worcester, Fishing Rod Make Tah aa 
Birmingham Pet June 28 Ord June 28 . y a 
Bigcu, Josers, Blackley, Manchester, Fancy Dealer Man- yr 80 


chester Pet June 29 Ord June 29 135, E 
Buaoess, Ratpu Wricut, Whitchurch, Salop, Cheese Factor Samra, Pu 


Crewe Pet June7 Ord June 29 yt al 
Coox, Tuomas, Scunthorpe, Plumber Gt Grimsby Pé of — 
June 30 Ord June 30 froxts, Tuo 
Davenport, Harotp Tuomas, Barton on Humber, D om 
pate Foreman Gt Grimsby Pet June 29 Swix — 
une 29 , 
Daixc, James, Gt Hale, Lincs, Blacksmith Boston Pé Pe oe 
June 27 Ord June 27 , 
Evmer, Henny Rosert, and Atseer Ernest Exvmee, G Wawer, Tuc 
Yarmouth, Boot Makers Gt Yarmouth Pet June # il at 3 
Ord June 30 
Fare, Rovest, Leeds, Carting Agent Leeds Pet June # Wanner, Cnc 
Ord June 29 July 1 at 
Furrner, Apa Awnnim, Nottingham, Lace Manufacture Witsos, Wit 
Nottingham Pet Junell Ord June 27 “4 
Hecor, Wi11AM, Weaste, Salford, Painter Salford Pe New st, E 
June 15 Ord June & y W R 
Hegsert, Pui Jouy, Atherton, Lancs, Confection@ at 1.30" 0 


Bolton Pet June 23 Ord June 28 

Jezvvaery, STANLEY, Ipswich Ipswich Pet June 29 Ord 
June 20 

Jengins, Mevanoruayx, Port Talbot, Glam, Contractor B. 











May 23 

Neath Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

Joona, Fanvos, Hafod, Swansea, Butcher Swansea Pé Busuaw, E: 
June 28 Ord June 28 « 

Laraam, Tuomas Witt1am, Wolverhampton, Wood Turnet Barcurvon, k 
Wolverhampton Pet June 30 Ord June 30 heen 

Lowe, OLaupe E D, Cobnor, Buckhurst, Essex High han Pe 
Court Pet April 2 Ord June 27 Buoy, J 

Moaskir, CHARLES T'somas, Swansea, Hairdresser Swale Pot June 
sea Pet June 28 Ord June 28 Buovmpana, F 

Minomay, Wywouam Paucer Sr Jous, Sparkford, Somer ’ 





wet High Court Pet May 17 Ord June 27 

Mons1s, Hanon Pankes, Balham High Court Pet May 
31 Ord June 30 

Pive, Masoaner Jawe Fenwick, Walthamstow, Howe 
Furnisher High Court Pet June 30 Ord June dd 

Pouren, Sypyzy, Chippenham, Photographer Bath 
June ¢ June 














Haverstog 
rd June % 
er Kingstog 
os, Butche 
inet Make 
m Pet Jun 
is Pet June 
Pp Chanile 


Weymouth, 
fay 18 Oni 


e, nr Wake. 
une 26 On 
Worcester, 
rd June % 
ord, Grover 
e, Somerset, 
Ord June% 
Merchant 
2) 
cney, Wan 
June 25 
1 Victualler 
27 
.b Proprietor 
tlam, Green 


er, Forej 
June ae 


Pet JuneS 


ed in the 
oydon Pé 


ster Adjul 


Pet June § 
. Proprietor 
ant South 
Rod Make 
saler Man- 
heese Factor 
imsby Pe 


mber, C: 
e 29 


joston Pet 


Exrugs, @ 
et June ® 


et June ® 
anufacturet 
alford Pet 
‘onfectionet 
ne 29 Ord 
Contractor 
anses Pet 
ood Turnet 
High 
ser Swale 
rd, Somer 
| Pet May 
ow, Hous 


June 30 
Bath Pe 


pex 






¥. New st, Huddersfield 


Basuaw, Epwarp Ernest, Margate, School Proprietor 
Barcurton, Evasye, Southampton, Fish Merchant South- 





Barus’ 
YUs, Gronar, Redditch, Fishing Rod Maker Birming- 





Bro, Joseru 
3 Pet June 29 Ord June 30 





Ma 
nog, Teouas, Peunthorpe, Plumber Gt Grimsby Pet 
Daverrear Hanowp Tuomas, Barton on Humber, Cycle 
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as Witu14m, Nottingham Nottingham Pet 
baad Or Ord June 28° 


Bosway, Tuomas, Lichfield, Staffs, Builder Walsall Pet 
june2? OrdJune 27 
Porras Ansiz, Lincoln Bedford Pet June 1 Ord 


lupe 29 . 

zp, Linthorpe rd, Stamford Hill, Insuzance Clerk 
AirGourt. Pet March 21° Ord June 28 : 

Bowst?, GEORGE James, Pontypridd, Grocer Pontypridd 
Pet June 28 Ord June 28 5 : é ' 
moss, FRED ERICK A, Gravelly Hill, Warwick, Builders’ 
t Birmingham Pet June16 Ord June 28 
ParrsseALL Witu1am, Bradford, Mechanical Engineer 

Gadford Pet June 30 Ord June30 
Yost, JonN, Halifax, Painter Halifax Pet June 29 Ord 


Fa Wittram, Shelley, nr Huddersfield, Farmer 
Huddersfield Pet Junev7 Ord June 27 
Woon, Hanzy ALFRED, Stockport, Cycle Dealer Stockport 
Pet June 27 Ord June 27 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Auss, Amos, Rastrick, nr Halifax, Insurance Agent July 
llat3 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Hatifax 
Tuomas Henry, Manchester, Boots July 18 at 3 

Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
z, THomas, Southall, Middlesex, Colour Merchant 
July li at12 14, Bedford row y 
Bau, Frank, Landkey, Devon July 16at3 94, High st, 


Barnstaple . 
Buck, Hexry, New London st, Fenchurch st, Wine 
Merchant July 13at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Besest, KATHERINE Any, Huddersfield, Dressmaker Ji ~ | 
Wat3 Off Rec, Prudential bldgs, New st, Huddersfiel 
Cuss, Watten James, Lindford, Headley, Hants, Builder 
July 11 at 12.39 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Davexrort, Hanotp Tuomas, Barton on Humber, Cycle 
Works Foreman July 11 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary’s 
chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 5 
Fann, Roszrt, Leeds, Carting Agent July 1lat1130 Off 
Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 
yes, ALBERT Epwarp, Blackburn, Boot Dealer 
July 11 at 11.30 County Court House, Blackburn 
Hunats, Miss, Dover st, Piccadilly July 11 at 11 Bavk- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey et : 
Humzet, Pup Joun, Atherton, Lancs, Confectioner 
Jaly ll at 11 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Hout, Mowry, Guildford, Painter July 13 at 12.30 182, 
York 1d, Westminster Bridge 
Joseru, Tazvor, Hafod, Swansea, Butcher July 12 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea _ 
Kersuaw, Jonn Wir11am, Halifax, Auctioneer June 11 at 
$30 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halitax 
Isws, Harry, Hurst, Berks, Builder July 1 at 12 
Queen’s Hotel, Reading 
& Worsitey, Waterhead, nr Oldham, Builders 
July 13 at 11 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 
MoCasxiz, Coantes Tuomas, Swanrea, Hairdresser July 
Wat12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
McGuz, Joun, Kingston upon Holl, Bricklayer July 11 
atll Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 
Marrgzsws, Artuur Crook, Arlingham, Glos, Butcher 
July llat11 Off Ree, Station rd, Gloucester 


Mupmay, Wittiam Pavucet 87 Joun, Sparkford, Somerset For urther information apply 
Jay llat12 Bankruptcy biden, st to the Secretary, 1, Old jeants’-inn, W.C. 

Mutwvop, Joux, Mexborough, Yorks, Cabinet Maker LAW CLERKS’ CERTIFICATE.—Attention is called 
July 12at12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield to the New Scheme for uction, Examination, and Cer- 

Mrroueit, Tuomas, Liverpool, Jeweller July 11 at 12 Off | tification of Unarticled Law Clerks, giving full 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool _ parti can be obtained on application to the secretary. 

Oaxes, Onset Wittovcuby, Reading July 12 at 12.30 N.B.— School tee Tuition for the Matriculation, 
Queen’s Hotel, Readin Bar, Solicitors’ and University Preliminary Examinations. 


ig 
Pustenvietp, Jony Wituiam, Lofthouse Gate, nr Wake- 
field, Colliery Labourer July 12 at 11 Off Reo, 6, 
Bond ter, Wakefield 
Rosmsox, ALrnep, Blackburn, Cabinet Maker July 11 at 
11.45 County Court House, Blackburn 
Rog, Aurrep, Linthorpe rd, Stamford Hill, Insurance Clerk 
July lat 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Wert, George James, Pontypridd, Grocer July 11 at 
12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Saupuer, Puriir, Longton, stafford, Licensed Victualler 
July 11 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 
, Tuomas Henry, Brighton, Architect July 12 at 12 
Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
) Tuomas, Tabernacle st, Carpet Planner July 12 at 
R ptey bldgs, Carey st 
Swux, Wituiam Camptox, Manchester July 11 at 2.80 Off 
Byrom st, Manchester 
AMELIA, ew Lancaster July 17 at 11.15 
e 


l 
Wauer, Tuomas Joun Hastings, Timber Merchant Jul 
Il at 12 County’ Court Office, 24, Cambridge = A 


Turton, 


Waxouy, Gronax Rosert, Kingston upon Hull, Joiner 

ulyliat11.30 Off Rec, ew House In, Hull 
isos, Wittiam, Hill Top, Shelley, nr Huddersfield, 
July 12 at 2.30 Off Rec, Prudential bidgs, 


Chancery Lane, W. 


dates for the 
ti ap) 
London. 





Seeks ni 
perience in Conveyancing office ; 
present situation; modeate 
lake Villa, Glastonbury. 





Prospect 
can introduce some of the finest situated Properties, 
developed or otherwise.—Capitalists, Syndicates, and Pro- 
moters should adaress Casson, care of Coe’s, 20, High 
Holborn, W.c. 


Dame, James, Gt Hale, Lincs, Blacksmith Boston Pet 
June 27 Ord June 27 
Fans, gy mee Carting Agent Leeds Pet June 29 


am, Lace Manufacturer 

m Pet Juneill Ord June 29 

Hersert, Pair Jons, A . Lanes, Wholesale 
Confectioner Bolton Pet June 28 Ord June 28 

Hout, Monty, Guildford, Painter Guildford Pet June 21 
Ord June 27, 

Jerrrey, Stanvey, Ipswich, Suffolk Ip:wich Pet June 
29 Ord June 29 

Jenkins, Metayctuan, Port Talbot, Glam, Cuntractor 
Neath Pet June28 Ord June 23 

Josrru, Trevor, Hafod, Swansea, Butcher Swansea Pet 
June 28 Ord June 28 

Latuam, Tomas. Witiiam, Wolverhampton, Wood 
Turner Wolverhampton Pet June 30 Ord June 30 

McCasxiz, Coar_es Tuomas, Swansea, Hairdreszer Swan- 
sea Pet June 28 Ord June 23 

Neat, Joun Frexou, Harpenden, Hertford, Brick 
Merchant’s Traveller St Albans Pet May 5 Ord 
June 27 

Oaxes, Onpett Witiovucusy, Reading Reading Pet 
June7 Ord June 29 

Prez, Marcaret Jang Fenwick, Walthamstow, Essex: 
House Furnisher High Court Pet June 30 Ord 


June 30 

Porter, Sypyry, Chippenham, Photographer Bath Pet 
June 30 Ord June 30 

Riveway, Tuomas, Lichfield, Staffs, Builder Walsall Pet 
June 27 Ord Juve 27 

Rowett, George James, Pontypridd, Grocer Pontypridd 
Pet June28 Ord June 28 

Svueaermay, Israkt, Bishopsgate, Restaurant Keeper High 

Court Pet May4 Ord June 30 

Swix, Witt1amM Campion, Moss Side, Manchester Man- 

chester Pet May 31 Ord June 28 

TaTTERSALL, Wiutiam, Bradford, Mechanical Engineer 

Bradford Pet June30 Ord June 30 

Trotmay, Ernest Watters Samugi, Shepherd’s Bush, 

Tailor High Court Pet June2 Ord June 28 

ve ~—— Halifax, Painter Halifax Pet June 29 Ord 

une 

Witsox, Wititam, Shelley, nr Huddersfield, Farmer 

Huddersfield Pet June 27 Ord June 27 

Woop, Harry Atrren, Stockport, Cheshire, Cycle Dealer 

Stockport Pet June 27 Ord June 27 


Ord June 
nas Apa Annie, Nottin 








“CALE of CHARGES for ADVERTISE- 
MENTS of WANTS, Situations, Partnerships, Money, 
Offices, Houses, &c., offered or — : 
INCE. ‘ . 
20 Words 1s. 6d, 3s. Od. 5s. 0d. 
DD . «as 2s. 3d. 4s. 6d. 7s. 6d. 
es 3s. Od. 6s. Od. 10s. 0d. 





THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 


UITION for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- 
VERSITY, and other LAW EXAMINATIONS, 
ORALLY (class or individual) or by CORRESPONDENCE. 
i of Classes and f: 








M® F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 
to PREPARE for the SOLICITOR/" FINAL and 
IN a EXAMINATIONS; pay aent by result. 
—Parti on application, personally or by letter, at 93, 


YOLICITORS’ EXAMINATIONS. — Mr. 
THOMAS R. FROST, Solicitor, COACHES candi- 
imi Intermediate, and Final 


in class or by correspo! —For par- 
Tuomas R. Frost, 38, Chancery-lane, 








AW. — Accountant and General Clerk 
t; twenty years’ hey = ex- 

reason 1 Vu 
gga + v—lny Tay tr 





outs WALES COAL PROPERTIES, 
well chosen, have a grand now; Advertiser 


ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS. 
BRISTOL CORPORATION 


£3 10s. per cent. REDEEMABLE STOCK. 
Interest payable sa ory the 10th January and 


issue of £620,000 THREE-AND-A-HALF 
Per cent. STOOK 
or such other amount as may be necessary to raise the 
sum of £615,000 and the expenses of, and incident to, the 
issue, 

Sanctioned by the Council of the City and County of Bristol, 
and authorized by the Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 
1890, and the Bristol Corporation Act, 1902, and a Vonsent 
Order cf the Local Government Board given thereunder. 


Price of Issue fixed by the Council of the City 
and County of Bristol at PAR. 


First Dividend, being a full six months’ interest, payable 
10th January, 1907. 
Trustees are authorized by the Trustee Act, 1893 to invest in 
this stock, unless expressly forbidden by the instrument 
creating the Trust. 


THE UNION OF LONDON & SMITHS BANK (LTD.) 
STUOKEY’S BANKING CO. (LIMITED), 


AND 

ROBARTS, LUBBOCK, & CO., 
by arrangements made with the Corporation of Bristol, 
uuder the provisions of the Public Health Acts Amendment 
Act, 1890, and the Bristol ion Act, 1902, and in 
| ee es of resolutions of the Council of the City and 
unty of Bristol, are authorized to receive applications for 
py age of —— Corporation Stock, interest at 
per cen per annum, able half-yearly at the 
Union of London and Smiths Bank (Limited), Cemnatvesh, 
Bristol, or Stuckey’s Banking Company (Limited), Corn- 

street, Bristol. 

The Stock will be redeemed at par on the 4th of July, 
1965, but may be redeemed at par, at the ion of the 
Corporation, on or after the 4th of July, 1925, upon three 
calendar months’ notice having been given by public 
advertisement, should the same not have been previously 
cancelled, either by purchase in the open market or by 
“Tine Seach wat bo cued Gan 

e wi upon the Boro and General 
District Funds and Rates, the litter of which ase unlimited 
in amount, and also upon the revenues of the Dock and 
Electrical Undertakings of the City, and of the Estates of 
the Corporation, the latter of which prod 
income of £40,000. The Stock, 
cerned, will ri 


Corporation charged upon the Borough and District ict Funds 
or 
Transfers will be free of Stamp Duty and Registration 


Fee. 
Dividends will be paid half-yearly at The Union Bank of 


London and Smith’s Bank, Bristol, or Stuckey’s 
-_ Corn-street, Bristol (Dividend ing trans- 
mit’ by post ise desired), on the 10th of 
January and 10th of July. The first dividend, being a 

six months’ interest, be payable on the 10th of 
January, 1907. 


Applications which must be ied i 
atten. wages retest 
The Union of London & Smiths Bank (Limited), 
Princes-street, on. ; 
wa gy © ey k & Co., 15, Lombard-street, 
The Union of Loncon & Smiths Bank Lim 5 
Corn-street, Bristoi ; cape 
a aes Company (Limited), Corn- 
At any of the Branches of such Banks. 
Applications must be for mul of £10, but the Stock 
once inscribed will be transfer. in any sums which are 
multiples of a penny, as in the case of No 
ment will be made of a less amount than £10 Stock. 
the 1 will be senda are as Ws : ~ “a 
Tuesday, , 1906, £25 cent. 
On Tuesday, 28th A: , 1906, £35 = 
On Tuesday, 25th September, 1906, 
in full 
the rate of 
ee pagenet 


; 


F 


By 
3 
i 
5 


yEy 
14 


3 


4 
al 


: 
f 


: 
f 


| 
3 


: 
z 


g 
g 





OBTHING, Rupert, Rhayader, Ridnor, Plumber July 11 
at 1.90 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury “ 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


COVERED AUCTION SALEs conducted. 
and Railway References. 


AILIFF'’S OFFICE, 21, Penton-place, 
Lond W.C.—RENTS CULLECTED and RK- 





Atanas, Baron Mazk, Bow, Butcher High Court Pet 
May 23 Ord June 30 


bury Pet June 30 Ord June 30 
Pet June 28 Ord June 28 


Ord June 28 
» Manchester, Fancy Dealer 


June 28 





Manchester 


» Boot 
une 30 












Mee Francis Naruanien. Mare st, Hackne 
Court Pet June 23 Ord J 
Leominster Pet 





" Euzaneru Saran, 





as new.—Apply, Kivsy, Solicitor, Banbury. 


Raymond ball, 
sitting-room, bath-room, w.c,, kitchen, and servant's-room ; 
lease five yeara unexpi 


OR SALE, IRON SAFE, fire and burglar 
proof, Sft. high, 2ft. 9in. wide; £15; cost £20; good 





HAMBERS or OF FICES.—Vacant Posses- 
sion.—GRAY’S INN.—Suite on Second Floor of No. 1, 
-buildings; entrance hall, two bedrooms, large 


red at £20 l2s.; to be SOLD by 


“f 
jet 
a 
elt 
fi 








p4BOCHTAL and other Registers and 

Records Traced and Compiled.— 

W. J. Gapspen (Clerk to late C. J. eee ot 
Crouch End, London, N. 








Ord June 28 





une 30 Ord June 





Gt Grimsby Pet June 29 Ord June 29 






AUCTION, — Partiouiars of Browstr & Tayton, Auc- 
tioneers, 9, Warwick-court, Giray’s-inn. QGray’s-inn), 19, 
ONEY.—Wanted, £1,000 to £6,000, each RAYMOND HOUSE, 32 and 34, Theo- 
gross. ; two-thirds value ; excellent Freehuld bald's-road.—Suites of OFFICES to LET, from £50 ; 
also Ground Floor ANNBXE 


Gxo. Wonussen, odie antes oaties is : 





at 4 
Reourities verpool district. —-W. G@. Nayiorn & Co., 
Surveyors, Ce Liverpool, 
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OANS ADVANCED at moderate interest 

4 om Freeholds and Leaseholds. The Mortgage 
Assurance Scheme is P- ae viding as it does for 
periodical extinction moderate annual pay- 
ments.—Apply, phat ng ‘Star oentite Assurance Society, 32, 
Moorgate-street. 





AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For poset 


— per cent. will be taken off the following 
s. d, 
Abstracts Copied oe oe O 8 persheet. 
Briefs and Drafts inn ee 2 8 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand ... . © 2 per folio. 
Deeds — me ow. 2 Oper =. 
Full Copi 0 2 per folio. 


PAPER... Foolscap, 1d. “per ‘sheet ; Draft, $d. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s, 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 
LONDON and WESTMINSTER 





. Martin’s-lane, W.C., & 43, London wall, E.C 
ADVANCE MONEY on poe 2 furniture, leases, 
pry oey &c., yable, INCLUDING INTEREST: 

10 One Year, Weekly £0 4 4 Monthly £019 3 
£20 mn ss 2:39 * £117 6 
£30 pa » £12 8 ae £216 3 
£50 ra Sara ae 13 9 

£100 pa £2 2 4 £9 

cq sums in ion. Moderate ‘tates for bills of 
sale. on application to (No 
Agents.) 





LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS 
For Vacancies for, or introductions to the above, apply to 
éd. HARCOURT SMITH, 

The old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 
LAW COSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACCOUNTANT, 
Gi & 62, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


N.B.—Vacancies for Articled Clerks. Good Mortgage 
Securities Wanted. 


PLEASURE CRUISES 
TO NORWAY 


“OPHIR,” 





ORIENT COMPANY’S 8.8. 


6,814 Tons Reg., 10,000 H.P. 


4th and Visiting BERGEN, GUDVANGEN 
2th July. BALHOLMEN, MUNDAL, LOEN, 
MEROK, NAES, and ODDE. 
llth and 13 DAY®’ delightful Cruise for 
2th Aug. e 13 GUINEAS and upwards. 





Managers : 
F. GREEN & CO.; ANDERSON, ANDERSON, & CO. 
Head Offices: FENCHURCH AVENUE, LONDON. 


For Passage apply to the latter Firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
avenue, E.C.; or ‘to the West End Branch Office, 28, 
Cockspur-street, 8.W. 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Fouxpep um Ttuz Reiex or Wii11am & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LEVBB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 








AUTHORITY 





Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. = 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Susez Cenriricatzs, Desewrures, wed and 
printed. Orriciat Brats designed ¥ nel 


Solicitors’ y rose Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
@, YLEZT STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeant’ Inn). 


danual and other Hewrns Biamped amd Miled. 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 
Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 

Two Resident Medical Officers. 
1} to 3} Quineas. 
} mile from Station, G.E.R 


Apply to “ Superintendent,” Hillside, Buntiagford. 
INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant : aa ae M.A. afhee 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal : RILEY, Assoc. 
Stud a a md F eeetaaie: Toncllent 
Lem and "References. For terms and particulars 
apply Mis TILEY, or the Principal. 

yimenAPuIO Auoanss: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 

















ye Fat 


ot Chey 
W. EVANS & Cp, 


Under the same Proprie 
and Management since the 
was founded. No conneetion 
any other firm. 

“TRUTH ” says :—Ourlaj 
covery in Tailoring is Evans, 7%, 
soem, Ww. who cang 















We keep a choice and varied tty; 
materials for Town and Co 
at prices strictly moderate og 
with first-class workmanship. 

Please note only address ¥ 

77, Great Portland § 

LONDON, wW. 
Lounge Suits from gi} 
1 19 6 | Evening Dress Suit ,, 5 















‘oat from £2 5 0 
— “ 





Riding 








Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 


Wor Terms, &c., apply to 
OFS eon PPE D. HOGG, M.R.C.8., &e., 
Medical Superi: 


Telephone: P.O. 16, RickKMANSWORTH. 


BRAN D’S 


Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere 








BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 
An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’S 


Finest quality and flavour. 


COCOA 


Nutritious and Economical. 


FALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Partiamentary Britis, Mixures oy Evipence, Booxs ov 
Rerzrence, Statements or Ciaim, Answers, &o., &o. 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General aud Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing. 











Printers of THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTER. 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDON, B.C. 














PHENIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd, 


PHGNIX FIRE OFFIOX 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
19, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, Londgg 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
ElectricLighting Rules supplied. 








—— 


IMPERIAL ROYAL 


AN EXHIBITIOS 
EARL’S COURT. 


Under the Patronage of 
H.R.H. THE PRINCE OF WALES. 
| AN eemneee 2 OF ARTS, INDUSTRIES AND 
ANUFACTURES, 
Unie the auspices of 
THE AUSTRIAN GOVERNMENT. 
Open 11 a.m. to 11 p.m. Admission 1s, 
SEASUN TICKETS, 10s. 6d. 
THE MASTERPIECES of LEADING ARTISI 
CHARMING PICTURES. EXQUISITE STATUIM. 
HANDICRAFTS of the VIENNESE GUILDS 
FASHIONS—FURNITURE En Coe 
| GLASS—ART PRINTING. VIENNA AT WOR 
BAKERY—DAIRY—SAUSAGE FACTORY 
A TRIP THROUGH LOVELY AUSTRIA 
we —s AND PROMENADE CONCEE. 
of the 2ist Lancers. 
Mestromt’ s Austrian Band of 37 Players, 


Y ROL VILLAGE in the EMPRESS HALL 
Life in the Mountains— Real Waterfall —Ice Grotte- 
Tyroler i — ce ne Py ae Beauties Quartete, 
Romantic Reproduction. 
SUMMER THEATRE —VIENNA BY NIGHT. 
Under the direction of Herr Gabor Steiner. 
GREAT PANORAMA OF THE BATTLE OF ISEL 
THE SALT MINE. 


AUST! 
























An extraordinary reproduction of a famous Austrian min 
Shoot the miner’s chutes. Ferry the Brine Lake. 
THE VIENNA PRATER. 
The Wurstel Man. Otto’s Wonder Cats. Bicycle Cirm 
Stereorama. Electric Targets. Helter Skelter. Pagol 
an Eastern Enigma. Cavern of the Sirens. kammengt 
Boate on Lake. Sir Hiram Maxim's Flying Machine. 
Austrian Restaurant Café and Lager Beer Hall. 





Daily, at 3 and 8. 


ASKELYNE and DEVANT' 
MYSTERIES. 
(Late Maskelyne and Cooke's.) 

ST. enone? HALL, LANGHAM ‘PLACE, Ww. 
A Unique Entertainmen t. 

MASCOT MOTH : Mr. David Devant, in full glare of th 

footlights, and without aid of covers, graspsa living woms, 

representing a moth, who shrivels into nothi in bis 

arms in less than one second. Enchanted Hive: 

: Who's who! 








Great J opens 5 
Pictures. Scie Beetle: 


——7 





SICKNESS, 


INSURED 





64 CORNHILL, LONDON, 


, 


ACCIDENTS of am kinds 





EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 


BURGLARY AND FIDELITY GUARANTEE RISKS 
AGAINST BY THE 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CO, 


Capital (fully subseribed) 21,000,000, 





Claims paid £5,000,000. 
A. VLAN, Seorelary: 















4% 


YRARLY 


Be 
Kdrwch 


